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STfrTR mRuiim ( fTOfTO ) 

f^7 : MR aTTOTO^ fwrffrRT H 41 ^ ^ 3TTWf TTT 

HO l lj, Wj; Tjrcwftft ^ If fnilfu|<+i rHw I 

Tf. 15/30/2008-4Mftj4t—wi 1995 If TO TOtfacT IlHI^TO 37fafTOT, 1975 141 37PT 3#ffWT 

TO t A Wl-Wl RT 'RSTRRTtf^T UTOJTO tfutf ("^Tlfel TO^ff Ml H6^M, Rf *iW> ^ WTOR ^ WTO 
cim ftvfTO) tWRTTOT, 1995 (f44 3Tl4 Pi 1^41 =661 TO t) ^ TO 7 ! I ; 


M himA ^Tf Tj^jfq- 

1. W TITftf^RT "IfRT^TO 3Tf^Pi'4H > 1975 f4l 3 Tt 4 arfHWM -=6 61 TO o’ 3ftT WET-RTRR 

xr 4)m i ^ tftq» (RTfar ^ tt^r, w ?jto 3toto ^ ttoto w arfa frok"0 

froroft, 1995 (f44 arm froroft to t) If tot m f^fe ^nfeift I to (141 sit! tto 4?t 

4t ^T TO 4) "4 '^rT ITO cT?T 4 Mfdd 44 -h!hi^<t^> tfcfT 3rf4fTOT, 1975 ^ 3TOFT-39 ^ 41. ?[. TO#d 390461 
<£ sfcFfa 3 t 4 ^ (f44 3Tll W ^ It TO t) ^ 3TO4f W 9 ^1, 1999 3tf47pRT 

I. 24/1 /98-^fn3^r ^ TT^cT 3TcfRm c=F!T% fTTOTR?T «ft 1 3Tfw TO RfTOH 13 TOJ3R, 1999 

ctf ^RJTO 4. 21/1/98- ^1410^ 1 ^ TOT 3Tf47jfa?T tw* ^ 4 sfa pHfTOcH* ?JTO 30-12-1999 

3#RJTO 4. 141/99-41. ^ TOT WTO TO ^ I TO TOH If ^ifTOT I. %^RTH %. I TO7 ^t It I 

3JTfTOTft I TOT Pl^^lrTO Rft fWlfTO A 7 3^7, 2004 I. 15/6/2003-^14)^1 

•% TOT TOS ITOS ^ ^ 3TO7T W PlV^f^l^* m4H<M ^ W7t ^t, TO! 7TOR 

■gjTj ^1 Ml ^T 37Ft 3?t7 5 3^fv ^ fwi 18-11-2004 lt.^. 3Tf?^TO 7T. 110/2004 ^ TOT WTO 

TO«TT 1 11 wralt, 2010RTtlt.?I. 3lf?^WTT 2/2010-4.^. ^ 3?^ fwrfro ^ ^3TR ^ ^ TOTltl ^ 
cfr\ 3T^f^T ^t 3 Tt 4 3?lT TO ^4 ^ fw7 ^ci^fl TO t I 
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(1) 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pam 1 -Sec. 1] 


2. qifftcppt ftt mm m ft) 3rftft s«ftt % stjOi ft rtr ft. j^rkt 

qROftpRIRR fcT. ->1 Tpp Ppm ijphfR 3T]ftm SFkl ; .<H! % ?JRP sFRTCT %q Rift ft 
pm m srP Rift ^ qi miftt qn^Ri ftft ftt wn t I qiPM-jnii ft rpj w# 
^P ft mq fcWclK ftt RRxid eft Tjfp mft ^ ^FF ftejq ft qmfRqT RTgq SRjq fftqT 
11 

3. dd Mid ft dl^c: dVi ft vd M a I cl ft? qTpTRTmif '1 MpfiST! ftt R'dWd eft ^(ft mft fR[ 
qftm pqcpRTcqef? ftjftRi u<^i ftt ft 3fW iftftmq ftRct a"3 ftft sramR fft. miq PtPrt 
mftmft, to AllOjchi (fftpR) ft. 2006 ft! 16893 qiHR »1 qRftfa jfteft) mq mimm ft 
3I7ft?I ftt E3TR ft Rift |rq qrPmft ft me-wM Pmiqft) ft Prm-23 ft -Tfisi ftftcf 
3#Pm ftt ETRT 9ft5) ft 3TgRR RR ft ?J?r ft) qi WT ft fftftPd ftq^f c[RJ ft OTUTftt 
W 27 ip\;qft, 2009 ftt RpRjmi ft. 15/30/20Q8-fttfttqft) ft cTaTcT eFTiq qq qimftft) 
gm? ftt Piuiti)cp Tifttarr vim ?jr ftt ftt i 

RT. nfftm 

ft 5R vlid ft qft ft Pi *d let Rad yfftill 3PRTft "0 ft 

3?. ft. '^vRTdT qqjftftfftcfRR fft., fttqRT ft RR ft? qqi ft RI cf^t ft PlftPld 

ftictlft^l'r^TsfttcR (ftt ftt qR ft) ft 3TRTftt tR RFJ qisqftftt qjcR? ftt 3Rp RSTft cf>T 
3T^ft£I mft fq ftftnqjqg? ftPq? (ftfttm) ,3TfftPm, 1995 3fft ftft l ijjeep ftfftp (qifftcT 
qRjft ftt m6pm, m *r qjm> rt siimm qft ftmR mn rPi Prater) Prmiqftl.i995 ft 
3 rrk Ptfftq qrfftfft) (fftft 3rrft wPppftt rut qqT t) ft rrr qq? rPirt rrr ftt t I 

R. PTfftwft ft 3llOfti 5RT URjq qftm RTSq ft 3IRR TR «IR ftt RnfttSTT ifRft ft 

feiq fft IRTI ^JeEf? ftt 'Hdlfftl ?ft RTSPR ^cj eifft ft Rpt Tgft EJT ERTftt yRT^Pl tftft ftt 
ftpicpn t, ?5 er ftn ft ?jcT ftt jit cjpj ft PrftpR ftei.^ d.j ft 3rrmcft ft eiP ft ciRRftftt 
TrfttsiT vim *J*5 PRft 27 tlRdlft, 2009 ft! xrsp ,.:ftftcp ^eri 15/30/2008- 
fttftftftt Rift ftt Plft 'PRcT ft TTvPm, 3RTRRR ft PcfJrpR fftap PRT | qftHR Plfttm ft 
mpft ft Tjftrftf 3 tPrj?rt ft Rftt 3nft t I 

q. Pm 6(2) ft 3rjqR Rm ftt ft qp ft q? Pcftt fOm mig Oi ft ^dNKi 

ft! ?!jprd fftqT mn 2JT I 

q. qiPcpift ft Pm 6(3) ft 3 pjrr 3nftr-i ft RftiqftP werr ftt qpft wr 
pRprftt dRi ftqi ft ^diqid ftr mcim mft ! aRAftPi 3iiftm ftt qPr 3 rtr qRft 
m 3mr few qsrmft ftt ftt mqrrn mft qf ftt: 





3 


qRct ; 


[ HFI \—W^ 1 ]- - -— _.. 

A) f^rafep A 44 4 fr 4Ft» ? 


1. 

2 . 

3. 


^ fa., 4t.4T. 4. 17, 203104, HIM ^ .. , . „ „, __ 

^ W*4 fa., Afe Afetf 4i, 4t.3TR. ^W^ .^35 4*1 

fafAA*fa wte 7, ^ #i. f^fr-^w- 
613042, fo*fa 4*1 < 


»£Sr 3 =^tS“^ 


V /p.^A- OT gf|j Tnfapfa fa ^4cT4J 4*14 44 A) fa #41 3fK , 

^ * 40 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cj5t HeTT? cfl I 

(cfx) %^pt #s m 4^ 

(xs) 44fa ?Tlfafa4H, fa M 
(■q) fam ?^fafa, fa ffafa 
(g) ffapl4x 1 Afa4 3-sfafa’ *jfa 
(S) A. fax AfaM, fat 
(tf) t\ fafifa ^sfafa, 31^441414 

(* 5 ) 44 fa T^TTl^P HT-fa- fa ftwft 

(TiT) fafafa ^sfafa, 3|^T4T4T4 

(n) far 4x#T sfatfafafa fa, 31?44T4K 

(z) tcnf^P fas^e ?faffafa4 fa, it?4414R 
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(S) 3’fulPlij^, 3 TB^c;|s)|c; 


[ P a rt I-— Sec. 1] 


TR t I 3TTqrcT^ TOIIclefl ^ 3^ TOp ftp f | dSJlft, 4 

c=r^ft pg gRT RlHlpiRad cbMPl-iff % 3 fcmp) | q j ^ f : 


1 ■ ^J1*il I Ttcft T R 

2. c^tt 

3. wftt cjoi^T ytW^l 

4. *fhW XTTeTlH^ PT-feT. 

5. ^4>efH 

6. ^FH tffcfrrc 

/. ?ek£} PlcflHy ^S^viT 

3. w4t 

9. feWeTFf 5uft, itg 

10. T <rrf^cf> gte^pe cfrxpft 

11 • 

12. XTfcftfR s^g^tu[ 

13. TTFcfr 1 ?^ 

14. C-FFTT 

15. wfi. 

16. ^| X^ Trip yj. feT. 

17. -^leT 


f7 ^ 6 ^ 7 ^ 3r 3 Wr ^TOTJRT 5RT TOp WT cm 3mtRfft 

wttoot tort % 4 rn f^ mftroft * ftc^ TRpptff % mmvt T&n 


^ frR Rmfacft, totk^ 3fft 3 to ft^ng TOcmtf ^ mftrroft ^ ^tr ^[f^rt 

L_ JfPf ^TVf WTf%^TTOI (^4t^3^Tptp)^mm3mf& 

\Wef ^cRfl cpff % f^TT 3TT^1 TcT % 3TRj% ^ tjtt ^ j 


5 


[ w\ i—11 




c-IFTcT 3fR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^L _f pft ^ ^ ^#rf?Era fcJj^TT vm ^P fo WT 

"XTjysvitiav.sas««—■ 

, -i.'JEZlSSiSt—MIS.-’. 

vhi4^Pi^ ti' 1c|1 ^ ’q iqis « ^ tt# ^ft aft^r 3RT flcras* 

««** ™ otw 1 *'"* 

fcfrqr ^ 2TT I 

, U X_ n—K ^ f^pi-16 % 31^K % f^KT^ T a iiq^ ^ 

v^ mR» tth 3 ^gftcT f^rarc *tot t i 

• -l ori^rxr 9007 £ 30 facfa*, 2008 ^ 3Jctfe (faff 3(crfSt ^ ^T 

L # * ^ ^ < »#>• aft * * 2005 - 06 ' 2006 -° 7 ' 2007 '° 8 ^ 

3Tcrf&T ^llPicf t I 

„ ... a,„ 

is t 3fR m&OTft it fwtrjttn ** >w #11™ * 1 

v3ChT^~ cCT ~*1HR 3151 

5. ^ ^ " 7 s*<«ssi 

x^t ftfiwt *s> <i 

’* 1 ^ 1 ’ R, *' n? rfrf^ilTtB it wfta ft*! it tn® *5 * Wfan ^5» ’■*«=’ 

«? *" * 1 J^f rf* <wotS» wta ^ «W ott 

:£ W ts ; r-r^^ sn 

fc^cT i j u i^r4 i 
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-■ — - [Part 1 —Sec , l] 

« **" * *• 390^ 

*^ef v3ejVl 

^"-'•rfrr-sss.ss 

s i )H5HlHS5Slr ’* 

3fRTRT^f % f^rfR 

srr^ 

gRT ’5fTrf 

^rrSS£?M 

SSH 

?-U 35 f ££ 

S^S ™ ^ ^ **" ^ *■ 5*faq ^ fr ^ w f^Zl 

^ ^qm gRT ^TfeT 3jk 3TT^ TOT * 3miTC tr -ta T ? ,11^ ™ ^ 


7 




fHFTl—gggl] -_ ^ ^ 

s fw, _. A G* ^ r^fm stt form * ^SIFlfcmfocT f^TKT^ vic ^ K ^ 

Sh ^ f^mwt5n t am: mm ^teT 

nf^nf^r ton w t ^'« cpl ' iq 4 ,w 

\jcvl'(3 (cb^l mil ^ I 

Zf. ^ef ^Ttn cTSn 3TWH 

10 7 JF smRm ^T H5sft m*™ to. ^ * w ton* i ^ 
fe^PT TOFft ?p£ to.. t^wre * ^rm *rm 3 ton t aft? ?m mw 

!^S™T* i ** *.*ft^> ^ *** *• «* w ^ ^ 

yi1?R>iff ■jnf^m m*rc ^ *ft 1 

11 A wm wt %f*pmr to. tft m W) * 5500 ^ ffj? 

utk ^ % T5m^ ^ m mm m? ?*mto ton t tort wi<* &**<’ 200 

* ™ f^zn i 5m tor srato 4 ^ 

fipJU ^ mrtmr to. * wrt arto> t I ^ ^ ^ 

100% wtl T^ ftq^r * ^15^ T5et I3TT 

z^tftttoA. mtoito tn ^ ^LlTrJ^ 

3to %a«raF wmf ^ *mmp ^ q>iU| ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ IFthj mp m $ 

^THrtton’mr i ^^tor^fr^^totonmmTtto^ ^ 

$#pp irwitom^atom^toj^to* ^JljHrLS Spre 
1T> fttaa *ft n< « I «a mrttot *rtm tor * ^ 

t i 


rtM^tor 


12. ^ %pmrar x^tept^ % Tfm^mn ^ ^mft ^ft 3ft^ mm^mcn % ^mr 

% zrrt A ?mm to ary^ ^mm ^ i 


fifrTT -rpr apTTtti aiH ^ 


13 ^ t M ^ f^ mm ^ ^tcft ^r mfr f^t I 

^ ftmf^fecr srmrn^ * *. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

S: TOH ^ ^ ^ ^ ^m ^ ^ * * 



THEGA2E TTE °FINDIA:EXTRAORDINARY _ [Pai<| , . S|( , 

^ raxr BftRT HHT t I II 'PX'T 

I- fM4f)jR|^ 

^tj 

III. ^cilO qq^r al^RHJr 

IV. ttt^ep qgVt OT.f^T. 

V. •taoi'h 

VI. 3>FR qfcftfR 

VII. ?c^f qr<?fl*N 

VIII. ^cH'lH'l^<+e+i 

N 

IX. felJMxHl-f ?V5ft. T& 

X. ^ciiRccr> 

XI. ^xWcii-i 

XII. ^rfefrfR" 

XIII. ^raf^r VfefM" 

XIV. 3FRT 

XV. ^cfh wff. 

XVI. $ ^ gr. 

XVIf. ttfKffe %6 TqT CfTCpfr 

11 qiacmVi firairr ^ ^ ^ 

«TH q Ti!m TNIT t | 1 1 ^ 

qi^t *hPSi^ qq ftqfruT 

9<P(l)(q) % 3?*frq, flptff cRg % if ^ ^ ^ . 


1. 


^iSTL*^ 4 ^ ^ vnft*R (6) % cfSTT 

^ qq Praqt % arjnR qsiTftqffcr Pwld* ^?i qT 3 ott % foq f5^ gt 

QTOTTrr ’ 11 



rVFTl—'1] 




2 fcqfop ^T FT StF % tRc* FTRR A STTW ^FTT^J ^ ^ 

^5 ^cj FRIR 3 FR ft# W % F>RR fcft fa® ^ ^ftcT W™ * ^ ^ 

eft ^ I H I ^F TJoF PlHlolR9F 3 ^ F^ ^ : " 

(m) WTO^ Ferffa Vimfo* F^TF ^ F^FF Rrafa FF FRT (6) % 

St W % 3tfBR f^FF? ^FT^^FTf^*rfeT#ftf*rT?t 

ftto FFT Ft; FRtFT 

to) FFFRT (6) % 3 (f4f FFR FF l^mt % 3T5ffl7 y?IR#rcf>, ft# 

3fR ^ITtoFto efTFF # RTF F^tF ^ ^ ' d H' lH F# t?T 4 FFF FRJ 
FFITFF RTFF; 

f^FftFFFF^FF3nFTFF^F#*F* ^ 

S cRR <*T ft#t * *F ^ tm #IR FTFIRRR ^ FFT t 3W^J ^ ™ 
ftzfa % t?T if #t %TFT t 3RIFT ft#T % #T 3 F^ lcl%T FftFF t FFT FTFRF ^ 

cPI ftgfcR WFt FTet #T 3 FF# F?tFF ^ F# ^ ^ l " 

15. FiftF^t % fkt 9f>(1)(f) * ™ ^ ^ 1*SS3! 

^f^fff^ffftf###! FF#F^#4t^Ff*Jt 
^ ftgfftF m *t 3fR FF ?t TTCFTFcft FF FFR F^t ft^T I I 


^ttfff frt cran ftrqfa F?fFF 

16 me *rt * ft#TF> ^ ^ # sift H to* m ###t* 
f^fcFPf % sthf^tt * f#fr f#tf ^fr®t ^tft in mm m fr^ *r rff 

S^tF#t nm***™*** 

i toFifer, torf%TOT^ ^ w ^rmr 

St ^RT FR* FI# ^ FFArftm F# t, TWlft. ^ 

^S#W ^T ^ FRFf^ ^ Fff ter iwnft. 

IR FJEPFT ^f 45-50 mFT. 1^1. 4tt i?myi 4?rri ttF^r ^ t ftrct 

^tcpR ^ 4> mRuih^ »^tw *"% 1 S 

S ^ ^RTIFFIW Ftcft, ^ FTf^ ^ 5F 
^v?t ip RraWr in ^ftF^m ^ wm % ^ t?i ^t frt 4tt rfm ^ ^ K ^ 

^epett ^^^%FFFFtFft^^FftlFFRftf^rtF Flfeel ## 3flt ™ 
c^FT ^T S ^ F?t ^ ^R F#f Plto Fn TOFTT I (^RTT FRt ^ ^tF ^ f 1 ? ^ & 


807 GI/10—2 
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JTHEG/iZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pa rt 1 —Sec. 


WftJT* OThn TOW ^ * 33^3 HPSI * SWR .R mw, TOI 

MWcT <jfeT % fiTT «fTc2J f i 

li JI It t 1 ^ # % ^ ^ ^ ^ gm fe? ^ 

^ 7,7 ^ Tr «^T ^ *fer ^ ffen f | <r qtf^Rff if fen* At 

3 TMR tR wt m: -vJcqT^T c=JFTcT % 3 miR W RTef®T WSRT fe ffeft ^uj^j tttt 


w[| eft cTFRT 
^Whlcll efFTcf 

**** 

T 7l'<cjd’i efTO 

W ti ^ 
f^rT eTPIcf 

“ - 

**** . 

**** - 

5% ^ft ^ efTTf ttiR^T 

* * * + 

wni^ fe Tifr fen.) 

**** ■" ■ 

‘HTCcffa ^TTT Tft (5T^.^[. 3 

tftra ^ 

**** 

W^lcM ^HH jj^T (SET.^T. 

1 tffrl fell.) 

9.25 


18. ^t % ft# PraW 3m?^ fe gjh 3 ^ ^ g-rffe^ % m 

f ^ ^ W, % Wf (<R# % 3^R) CT2IT 3T^ an# TO 

ZZ1 t 3fk ^ W9R ^fkr ^ # I L: 

jtfS ttSt ft A JZ™ ^ ^ ^ t ^ tfe # T3ft # 3^ 

19. 5R^ mw & ^ Tft 3 Jt 4 <fc TJ* * 3TFffe fc 3miR 

tt™ f 1 tf ^ ^ ^ ^TK fc 3MRff fe fer 

fttt ,tt » ^T *ft 3^ W 

!flt H* H * t * 3m ^ m * ^R ^ % 3TRR ir **& 

^ ^ #TT, A 3R^T R%, ^ if TRR CZR % f^r f^ rt f | 




f VfFT I—11 


• 3 ^! aT ! gT ,_ r 


u 


?n. 

^T 

km^r 

< 1 * 1 ; \;vn 
^UT^/Prok^ 

1 

# 3 TTl ^ 

6.04 

]2 

1 3 

-g^IT ; ^ ^ 

cJJR'SHT ^ 
cf^^dRT 

0.21 

5.83 1 


tttct gTfcg 

20 xjtCT cpr ftqfcR ^RRJflR ^ ^ 





t^R cr>fc4cT , tllHI’ n 4 

3T*T.^T./f^- 

9.25 


Tn. 

____ 

f^tcTeT kratcT ^TcT 

3H.^I./fc^. 

5.83 


TTT. 

--- 

qT.KI. ^TeR 


3.42 


TTf. 

---— 

tn. *TT. % 

% 

58.65 


fffo fatlR R 

h^h ^cftn % fogR 

^r afir^ t^nf* t^fefect * we Ft RRi t. 


ffl) 

(^) 

W 

(?) 

(?) 


^ % *n*ia * arara’nfl ^ ^ i 

^ ip ^ 3 13R RR 3RTft ^ g5HlJt Jh ^ 

eRT 7?T I . ^ 7t SfraicTt 

Kra 1 
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[Part 1—Sec. 1] 


wm m ?m w i mm\ % c^^t ^ t^- f^- ^ J 

x i - vdf^™ «r x, 4 


fa) 

fa) 

(2) 

fa) 

fa) 

fa) 

fa) 

fa) 

fa) 


^ BOfa £ m?1T ^tpfh- # f^RTcR- 3T1^ f I 
^ 3 ftw 3TT^ ^T JTI? if cf% gf t I 

22 iS22 faw amj i 

™ 'f’cldl P ^TEPT7T?iTcp f | 

22r W ^ ^ £TR I 3 * 1 ^ 3 PTTTcR: 3JT^ f | 

Tfa 3 ^PRIcTO TPjfa n^RT t I 

2’» 5i if? ! S' * ^ ^ w wftwraf *rt ^ 


gPTRT^t rfan flfacRTTfa T? fatn? 

arraRM ^ sfaw3rr gm cq^r ffcfK f : 


fa) 

fa) 


MRcf>^m WTF^j JJc^T :- ^trj % eprep, EpKft ^1)1 ETO qlR i a T U P . 

?222^-^ I'M ^ TfeZtf l 

SttTtnJt •2 { ' fiJr ™ % 1 1^ f^T ffafe ^WTT 


[ MFT I—TsT 7 ^ 1] 


vrmr : aTHT^TTT^T 


13 


x -LPL_ 13 ft, it erf 2007 if ft f 1 3ra: 

<pt^ m *q*ft ^f^rt vr w ^t * faq *isi t 

(q) ^ ^ ^ ^ 4 ^ 07 -^' 08 ^ f ’ * 

^ sTerfSr % 3ii^ft 4?f g?RT m t i 


(^) 

fa) 

fa) 

fa) 

(51) 


(31) 

fa) 


UfRT 4^ ^ fct. % 2007-08 £2008-09 ^ 

en^ tjcqr^, 3^ *PKT fa ^ ' 

Tj^m q^t fa. 2008-09 4^ enfe fWfa * 3T3^K 

ciniN ibfe g 5MR if H'Jlfa 4ft if t I 

eBer qfcf ftaSt (493%) 3ffc w $*& (588%) if «ttf lfej£j ^ WT 
fifa* (-11-6%) * 4ffaR 45tf WJ # 1 

ftTOR, 07fafa,08 # araft * fa* rm f^T* focren 

wita to « «< *8, * «* *■ *J* rLZTarf * ™ 

OTim 4 >n^ Prfu a& *Tj5roaft mat t& * ’ w 

t?T ft fafaft it gfe % 45Ffa I „_ 4 jaa 

qier, qft 4?tf Ft. ^srri 4^ft ftt. % 4faT 

Sp W, tr im m ^ H I 50% % *rfj* ^ 

Z Jfafa fteTT I I if M ffafa? 44 *Rl<H J2 

Sr,%SX% ** « fen ™ ^ *it ** ^ 

3ri%f^cRT ^IT5T I 
£ | JR f^TT ^TeTT t 

^ vril* q* fit# 4M it if f® ^ 4MR ff# f 1® 

T 3cM I' ^ T 4?t 5^ ?f?53n?T % if ^ 1 

STftcPFft ^fts qRrr f it -^l4vnPl^ ^ ^ ^ 

Stf ^ Softer ^ Hf RTTeT ^ WIR T^RJTRTHI v 


(4?) 


(a) 



77 ^ ^ ^ ^ ft, to# to 5Tt% atoft toftmrore <narc m 

t.^toto ! to ^aft ft fft? 4. ^TORT TO^ft totoaT for. ft <Rf! 3mfft ft 

amrom gaa top ft; ft^H TOjft tom f$T. ft *mft to toft 

^wr f^rr m I wft ft to toto ft airo ajroT tort nft % , ^ 

*Rc5 ^mr c^r ^ to tor torn tor ft tor toft to toft! tor to 
3 > Te^ vi t I a 

(g) grorto!»TOTtoatotom»f^pp^^ 

JjJJ’J? to tot ft % afftar tom m ffttor ^ Md : 

?*_ ^ ^TgaTO ^ ^T 5 RT ^ Tpr f^f % 3T1£JR ^ ^ £ ! 

TTOtfa % ^TOTO ft> fa? toft?T tot amftt ft to TTtR n tof 
f™ to to ft I toH 3FT XRT TTtp # -23 (3TN-23 % pip ^ ^ ITTcT) % 
to mm to ft to q? aroftt ftoto amrm % ^ ^ to ^t 
tot i ^a rarar, toj to 3 to -22 m stt^ ^ 

5^to rnffttot % to 3TR-22 eft nna tom to ftoa tort ton ft 1 
31 R -22 eft ^cRT^T eTTTOftfttototorafftcTtomftr ton ^ 
toft ft! cRe? ft tofto to ft 1 J 

(®) toam tor to ft ajfft?r ^ft to ft> tom w tor ft, mffttot ft 
3L W . t , ^ to ^ to erf amim toft ft 1 to 3 trtcit, toft % tom 
^ ft 1 rnffttot ft tor toto ft tomto tor tonto 

T^J, atom ^r^totaft 1 m: ato fftto taftoft! ft toto 
ton^r toRto ^tk ft? toi^r % to tor 3mT toftto to ft! ^n ft 1 

N to ?re? ^rt?t ^ft fft. 5 rt tor v5jrt 3prfft ft ft! toiRto 

^ W> toft to fto! 3?to ftift np\ tor ft, torato ftt^ to ft 


totorto ft toiitofj b^kh ^fft ftftp ^ «rfft toft ^ptt ^pt cjft ft 1 
-aiftoiW ft 3fttocip aw to erg? fto^p ^rtotor to % to tof 
^toftft ft toto 3fcftft ^! ajERT IRPT gft ; 

i||fr|cp|cf)Cll ft HRftlvjl-ll fftfttft ft pft ■gjEpfT WcTSf tfft ft, fftRTft? 3 TRJR 1 R 
toR to gft toRFT ^! pft 2ft, torft TOT tortt ft % qtoton 
ftoft ft ^fttotor fftroro cfft gem ft tonro 3pr crcp utoei an ft 1 

^rafft, toftftjRT toft ft ptoftto tor afiftr tom to toR ton tot ft, 
nto ntoagT tot ft ift? 3ro ft nftg tom ftaft to tor tom ft to! 
cft ft 1 to nr? ipram TOjft toraror fftr. cm ftto ft, ?ar ?tto % totor 
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r w\ 1—^51 ] 


^•.'W^vpsrss s, - - * 

^PTtcpn t i 

v * err*™ 3 us ct^ fcm t ft* erfcr #tt 

z ^ rr-* 

ISZZ * firo *P«i* aro ® 'if*'’' e» w * ' «* OTK 


Tuton^ gKT RT3 

24. ^ * - *•«■■* X 'ZZS 

sira *f " ^ 5U w tfra 

OT "*I S V^ ZttiTOI S *1 wf*ra 5tm SIR* ^ J< 

rzzzsi -: r z * 

m w *!I!ZnsSrStl rf?OT«i TO «««* * JTTO * Haw* * a 11 ™ 

^ ^z?sz i# ™* **&*** «■" * 

RR ^P ^ ^ 1 

25. >TO * <*? ^ ^ZZsaft V » ZZ OTTO. OTO Zm 
TR fcRIR f^H ^TT % I 

26. ^ ^T *n ^ 23 Ji TfiT^- 

ftfm'i* OTra wfl “L* fc —at a xnn nRwHl w Sw *** 

£W*Sz ***** irz^tzszrz^ 
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£^. : ^“K-«=.*iarss 

ft*W. 2cT1 

p ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Z*g 

28.. ^1?l cleft 'irfc V (T 3TTTTTcTt cfff HT5H cftr Tran ^ xrrf?m^Kft V rv, _ 

wmr tfccWTjTfcT 3^ AZnJr? ? ’ f 5* *TcT <R f^IR ^ 

wrn cfft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ *rtcrr 3 g? 


ft<n u J 

$?r 

5^ 

2005- 

06 

2006- 

07 

2007- 

OS 

! _3 ^r ' 
fM08 

(W4 

sraf^r) 

wj 

... r\ 

Az. 

35 

59 

57 

183 



100 

168.57 

162.86 

522.86 

3RT 

^.z. 

1,386 

1,668 

2,107 

2 134 

_ 

_ f\ 

^.z. 

1,421 

1,728 

2,165 

2,317 

ycjKTf 

^«f<s 

100 

122 

HlT" 

163 

W* 3TRTcff 3 t?r 

% 

2.46 

3.44 

2.64 

r VU 

7.9 

’ITC#? ^TPT 4>t tJoRT if 
^ 3iraicr 

% 1 

2.02 

2.97 

2.43 

6.66 


17 


TF: fgg 


r MFII—11 ----- ^ ^ _ 

^ <et£ t fa raft 
^tjcT <ft gcRT 3 raft 3^ ^ 1 

v [> . IHT ^ fej iraft, anrai <ft ’irar w'ft 7. T ^J. 

SraTft ^ xnfeci STRTTcft m w j JW® ™ » l^ft^faM* 

3mn?fi ^r gfrrej rgE? 

33. 

5 ^r»« ? 5 

5.* ^ ^srI 

J**I«*»bP*i»« «»««** 

fi^™t if*^^™^* ft, ’ fR, ^ M ^ 
v3^fm cj?r cj?m^r ^r 3T^jf^f> i 


_____T 

_ 


f>C»^CT7 

w&i 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

ara^-IMos 
(«fa arafa 

OTOTcft eft ^ eft 1 ^ 

'fr fcbilT. 

340.04 

354.37 

259.50 

270.11 

**+* 

f^TeTeT Wf ’RlPcT 

’?). (chill. 

**** 

**** 

**** 

it*** 

^tTRcT ^J)ci 1 mI 

ftnn 

**** 

**★* 

**** 


cftpRT <J>cM( 

% 

18-22 

15-20 

35-40 

15-20 


34. snSm* ^ ^ s™ * 


ftrar 


ftft etFra-t^cJ, 




2005-06 


**** 


2006-07 


**** 


2007-08 


3r^-1M08 

(«fa araft) 
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^KTl 

7f?W 

100 

99 

115 

84 

"5cf)|4 fel cfrfe 

fen: 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 



100 

102 

98 

77 

fejcT 

w. fen. 

340.04 

354.37 

259.50 

270.11 


35 amt TOftiw ffew toto ft fe mfer amrot eft qpr nftro *rftc| 

efro gan flfir ftftcT cftmr ft wft tot ft- I am: infer anrofe ft? totot toto ft tot cftmr 
TOfeftftr?fttft I 


fey^i 

5^ 

^^64^11 fWdcfr 

3MT?ft ■& irp- cfe?r 

TO TO./feTT. 

6.58 

^Vl # \d^TT^T cTm 

3ET ^T./feTT. 

+**+ 

^ftftTOtn 4?t a# Tfe fern 

TO TO./feTT. 

**** 

to few w Mt gtt ^T# 

3m ^r./ferr. 

**** 

TO few m fet % 

% 

70-80 1 

--— 


*T^[ vi^Vi ft> anf^m qrqft^ 

36. fr mrra# % ar^j-ii ft to arftfer ft fe arfft % feftror ft ftft vjerort % qftw 
TO?n anrofe % trfejpft ^ ^ ^ ^ 1 ^ ^ ftft 

^TRt % ^TTmft to ^ anroft ft, fewfe ^ to #t ft, ferot ft anft ^ 
^ m 3n ^ ^ irura ntt wra ft totto ftmr 3nfep totott 3tk 

tft gft, ? r w, 'jeMIcjj, 6|MK ftTOt, gTOTTOPcTT, fftft^T TO 3TFT TO TOTTO WTPI ft e TOdfftcp 
ftHi f qrl f^rfft TO TOTO TOcTft mft TOfeefft; fec| \3WftT 3 ft jp^ifft^ 

Tr ^ jm^ftt, mmr mffer nft mro; wro?- mro, nro ^ftt, ftw, nf%, feft 

Hq^l vyift^nft SHdl TO c| iw f^0 3ft? fttnfftcT dt»llrH0 mrrcff TO TO2TTOTO TO feqw 

Vr*® * ^ 1 ^ ^ f5fsn ^ T ^ ^rra "ft w mrr tortt ft 1% fec=r 

wmroTOP «rf% ft 1 rwrfft, cRfror few to> ferfroT mftsTT few fttft % totot wftej 

^TO fe §? feet TO ferfeT ftTOHT ft? 3TPTO TO TOTOT 3Tftfer ft I 3TTOTO TO^t 

TOTefJ ft^TOR mjft TOftTO ffe ijcf few fe WT TOTTTO TO TOT TO, nftt fft^TOPT TOjft 
TOftTO ffe ft TOfe 3#TO TOTTO ft? TOST ^TOTeT t^ft TO^TO fo. ft WTffeftfeT TOTTTO ^T 



r VFTI—1 ] 


TO W : 3TOT»-?igr_ 
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t\) i 


ft*n t 3fl7 w 2007 aralM 

% wrst-'trc PiHi^'ftr? ^ ^ ^ t: 

foft <rar STOT WfPT 

37 ^ v^fm % ^ ^ qraT 3fr? ^ ^ ^ ^ 


-r- 

----- 

3re^-ftm.08 
(\jin arafir) 



2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

iqq\w| 

4.Z. 

500 

500 

2,333 

5,083 

TOjrte gTOT 

1,478 

gf|>3555/v5^l^T 

4e. 

228 

245 

826 


100 

107 

361 

647 

ygfer 


35.38 

29.07 

c ---*-- 

5TOT OTTFT 

; 

45.69 

49.00 


107 

77 

64 

i mDUt 

^r3te[ 

100 

yqM 

Cv 

jjg. 

308 

269 

184 

433 

^rfllTT ctft W0I 

L{ \ v| vJ vl 1 1 i 1 * 1 * ' 


100 

87 

60 

141 


J------■ ~ 


38. q? ^ftc f^*n ^ f^ 5 

M aft aaft » gwTO ^ ii ^T i ^ T a '.? * lift 

Jim f>m ™ * T™ ^ *2*15,1 ft ^” H ^ 

?- * * * * """*£25^ Z &*^" * 

3^T&cf> <jfe ^ l 

(tj) ^FT % S-FTcTT 'd L F+l T T 3 PHT^ 3Tlf t 1 
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ftw 

^$ 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

3m^-ftTcT08 
(urixT 3R&) 

ft 3TRKT 

ft.5. 

35 

59 

57 

183 

3RT ^ftf ft mm 

ft.5. 

1,386 

1,669 

2,107 

2,134 

^ eft fttft 

te. 

308 

269 

184 

433 

^TR?T 3 4kT HFT 

— -o 

rfte. 

1,729 

1,997 

2,349 

2,750 

^TFI *f 4T5IR %TOJ | 

- [ 





p— '- 1 

m f^RTT 

% 

17.83 

13.46 

7.84 

-- J 

15.75 ! 

m ft^TT 

i «■ \ \*__ r\ " - 

% 

2.02 

2.97 

2.43 

--1 

6.66 

^R[ q^lT c£T t§«if 

% 

80.15 

83.57 

89.73 

77.59 

p 

% j 

o 

o 

o 

o 

T” 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

-—-- i 


^ _a ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f?RT ^ 3n# t I ?mft UcfcRft 

i T?t ^ ^ ^ ifF5IT7 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3ffo?> erf 

S*J?S t" 1 ^ ^ ^ * frtrt rf 3mr4 


c : iTH/grfS|, Hefi? H2JT w ^ 


4T trij Wluiiy rf TWg Hrg erft %rft ^ 

ftg?r H7 3TFJ fSpcrrjTTR #: - 


^5 Wht gm arf^RT 


^rm, Hepg w? afk 


r 

i 

p. ,r\ _ \ 

34^ 

2005-06 

2006-07 

—- - 

2007-08 

3^-ftlcT.OS ~j 
(uTTC stefft) 1 

twt 

p. 

VnMy febiJf. j 

*** * 

_ 1 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Mejicd 


100 ] 

99 

115 

84 j 
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3Tft^ I^TT t I 

rtm, TWT ^ <Hlq 1,7 *-_„ fer srn ^rqTcPT 5Ro fotj vtn «t> 

- ■ ?"•*'** 

^ | % sZTM Ttf tnfc 3 3^ 3TR ^ P » 1 

ararai, 1 

c^TT^ft cPt ^ ct H i < j 7 

43. *, *«. ^ ^ ****«"' 

* * ^%IZ^ »7^ S. *» * 

s* ^ ««4«**"*-«« *« ®f*j 

#, m* Hm * «\J ZLi« * ™ 
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jfcgjg. v3'^K^dl cfgJT RvHgft 


ST?t PiqiRjiri cf>4^iRiiK ^§t ? mn , 
qui'j'f) 71 pHig^w TRTT "EToTcTT t :- 




fcfcp^I 

Dji J"l|| j 


2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

3R^.-Rra. 08 
fare 3mf4) 

R^frf 

?mn 

153 

146 

167 

224 

146 ' 

nH 1 VcJ Ur> M11 

100 

**** 

95 

** * * 

109 


!_:_ gjfag 

c r > 4qi'Jl wt^iqcptfi ift.C. 



J 1 ^ ,^ PTR * ^ i* * I irtt 4 4t gfe sf f l %tptr 

$L2T ^ ^ ^ s^T wsfa £ ^rm §f f I JL ^ ^ 

^T^fKTT 4 3i7!jf^ ^etr n^RT prr # i S * ™ 

I Wfit, ^ 4te fan rrtt t % wjft 4 ^ ^ 




2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

3?^-ftRT.08 

(vJTfcT 3Tcrf&) 

3TW ^f[cP 

4t.^. 

112 

32 

8 

3 

^fcl ^dfcf? 


32 

_ 8 

490 

414 

3?teRT ^cTR? 

4t^. 

72 

-- - 

20 

249 

208 

UfrT 


100 

28 

347 

290 

^Cl^ n RtpT 
fecRTi cFt! 

TTCRT 


11 
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utth cEl 



^n^n; 

S ^fSTwtar4 Mfe« nKN «* ** *"™ ™ 


vjii^ 


«■, 1 ?r-*-nr-=:^i.'=s 

?* iltttzx-" ” ™P " 

■£ cfR HPTt --v ^ it n Pi f h 7^ crfe cFT TlFffiT 457 7511 I 


_ r 


tT7T3T_|^4ft 08 

^(c^-^-^anaR^R) 

-^ 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

(30-35) 

OlMvi |\1M»VW 

(vamsrafe) 

130-140 

D/jft TTRJT 3 

% 


(10-15) 

vJcMr^T 3 <jfe 

% 


5-10 

230-240 

75-85 

*mT 3 <jfe 

Trfrt ^cpT^ Pl0f <flMcT 3 

% 


10-20 

10-20 

10-20 

/O 

% 


2-8 

(3-10) 

(15-25)1] 

gfo 

% 


0-3) _ 

10-20 

(20-305) 

30-40 

rrfcT 3<b\$ cTPT/?Tf% 3 

% 


3-10 

(45-55) 

HIM \“'i\ L 

«rm *f ((D 413^4^) 

% 


15-25 

(3-10) 

(40-50) 

Tfc^ cTT^f 3 

% 


25-35 

30-40 

25-35 

3fR 3fl ^ 3 

%_ 


(45-55)_ 

120-130 

1-5 

(12-22) 


% 


(65-75) 

1100-1200 


VTOT fact?! RClA <lft SHdl 


4a 
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^^ ,Tf ^ T ^ w iR to <ptf 




§c?isigliii?s 

to A ^ 4 TTFT/WIIH if Lumf -fc ^ ^ 3^ A 

?r«-iStsi s r* ir? ™ *«*s»’s; s 

tof 3 S tftS ™ I ^ * ^T anto * ^ 

rttiVTaT*' ^ ^ & s* «ft ** rn\ «mZZ fC 

7™; «i«5 »sw *« * w, ^ in #3* v ’,n 

Sr=-n - - s* 3 SS 

% ^RTJJ f | * * q ^ ^ 

«T If t I 5^ 3MW, g^5 to Cf5t *rrt cntop to t I ^ 

^TcTcT STfcT <jft TmicRT 

“■3 r~*s, lis; a.™ s 
st-Kcs-ir?*—■’—' — “ 


*•*» 


[•qm I—TsPTg 1] 


: ggTgggT 


25 


to) ™ ^ * mv afc ^TH ^rra if ftsrffai ^ HTf^H a^Tto t I 

ctoj <ms ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

wft f I 


to) ^ ^ % mfea 3iraRff ^ ^ ^ ^ ?’ 

ugf ^R a# <*# ^ geRT *f ^ ^ ^ ^Ji \j 

^ 3tptri eft ttt^t ip 3ift?r ^it W3 sraft ^ft ?t ft 

ftftp t i 


rfl 

wm m\ (4t.e.) 

1995-96 

24.1 

1996-97 

7 

1997-98 (^T. 98 TO) 

40.7 

1999-00 

98 

2000-01 

109 

2001-02 

157 

~o 

O 

S' 

IP 

_c 

z" 

51 

i 

158 

2005-06 

35 

2006-07 

59 

2007-08 

57 

Oct-Sep08 fara araft) 

183 


(TJ) ^cfvf ^T ^ 

£TCT 3Rtfe?T ^HT 


mm - ^fm mi wmrt 

^ if t-lftkl 3IU^eRT SaWTSTf ftl ft ^<5 ft epl W ^fcTcTT t I 


3^ ^ ft t?rj Mfor ^ ft <ct fttw m fft? ’ft 

j& m p a#^r ftftra (m ^ aw* ftMftfft ft ft<i) ft m I \ ^ ^ 

^eRI if ' i TR?f if ef^cR ^lull^l Sl^RR ^McW 6l J IT I 


w%\ (fern. ( > tte ^ ^ ^eRf) 




2006 

2007 

2008 

o 

— 

9616208 

9634058 

9109613 

1 

3Cc?l 

3776618 

3918305 

2751896 

2 


1356231 

1845024 

1360070 

3 


1389600 

247890 

848700 
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4 


907566 

1200360 

781356 

5 


172800 

316830 

741600 

6 

#T 

552706 

402269 ~ 

370170 

7 


241200 

285110 

307360 

8 

w 

52561 

44669 

288010 

9 


343498 

243374 

250444 

10 


144000 

234000 

216000 

11 

.a* _ 

140940 

138469 

214185 

12 


79824 

to 

cs 

CO 

o 

oo 

162618 

13 

3IR£feWI 

0 

0 

145616 

14 

#5 

111958 

149596 

132070 

15 


36000 

72100 

108000 

16 

^TufteJ 

81240 

47730 

90000 

17 

fcl^cHIH 

54000 

22328 

78530 

18 


0 

18000 

54000 

19 

vrlJHl'i 

18930 

34440 

46993 

20 

TfUJ 

— 

0 

0 

36905 

21 

^<3 fa 41 

79968 

122528 

26656 


22 

air^ 

22328 

6664 

22328 

23 


0 

28 

19080 

- 

24 < 

Itcfe 

0 

0 

18762 


25 i 


0 

0 

18000 

_ 

26 5 

|vM 

0 

45000 

18000 

- 

27 1 

[c , llR*JI 

0 

0 

2204 

_ 

28 i 


0 

0 

60 


29 s 


5400 

. 0 

0 

_ 

30 ? 

AjTlRh^tlH 

240 

1 

0 

_ 

31 *r 

le^T 

48600 

__ 0 

0 

_ 

32 3 

yT^f^cfR 

0 

' 2475 

0 

_ 

33 * 

ter 

0 

_58 

0 

_ 

34 tr 

^Ilfa'MFT 

0 

2 

0 


cjfacT 3TR3T. ^ tel. 4 




-Vfam. -2006 

-/four. - 

2007 

-/ fail!. - j 

2008 

0 

-few -- 

4.61 

5.57 

6.16 

1 


4.48 

5.56 

6.24 

2 


4.38 

5.41 

6.17 


Ml 
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^ ™ t ft cfe* ^ 

^ I ?*T !W 3? ftfe f^jf vfjcfj t % tot tWt a l P ’ ^ ’ft TO’Tftftt 
^ ft ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3 >N u llcH<p ftlft 

^ft 3RT fJTcf ^ ^^jnfeT TOfr ft %T ^ 

***"•* # *# ^ ' ** ** ft ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ft w *srq?T eft 2 I? ^ ftW 

sTcrm 3fk vj^% ^ ^ P^ ^ ^ ^Kftt % s?m 

^ ft ^TfecT ftfe q? 3TRIW ST7 f S 3rraRT ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

wftsfT xm ^ 2T! F # ' ^ ^ ft mv ft ^ m~im 


®T«)**ihH ®n5 TO, ^T f 5* ^ ' ,ft 

3 " * * 4tftS' ^ =*» 

4^ J 3 5 *t*T4 * 

** «, ^ 5* * (^ 4 ^ « 
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[ HFT !—• J3VZ 1 ] - _- 

Sr* an^W Hin % amra ^ ^w * mJ\ 

l^- stix? £ 

wRftrJ qfcj tf Prtfcr W^R a 

f^qr^T % ^mTf^cT ^TTTT^PT % cm^T sri% arafaf^ ^ t ?rr ^ wn 

§rf^r i^^qtcff Tf ^mri^r f^r^fci cpt^jt ^ % i 

Ui^5 fcfee tft m % smJT wtt m % i wjfo. ^ ^ f ^ 

52 *te cfr) t % raft, ^ atoT *rctf V^^JLI* S 
t, ^ ftnfaftra 

Tnfer afFTRrt ^ ^PRR fl t: 

crfm w^M ypf> $ f^rr mm\ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^Z*j 

if 3IFTRI f^ W* 4 WRIT t fiiRi* ^T % ^TR fl# * ftro: «i m& 
t I 

J!! ! ' 

t affc mRuip rt: f¥m ir arra cOT TO5 ciTT RRRTR w< y* ^ * ^ 

anJ* 

6TR5TK ^T^^fRT ^r f^srf^r 3fhf 3Tto ^FTRFTT t I 


V>- 




*T. 


*T. 
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1 ^ * aBlSB ' w Wl 5HR if uifti MJ) # 

* f f 5 ? f 5 * * w=r» ft™# * 

arfcr ^ grar tmr TnfSpr 

!L t ^ *> ^ ^HT f^r to 

iTJ™ «*> ^ 3 ftS 

c ^ f,d ^ STfcT *rrfcfa eft TO ft H I jti R ?ft tj^ £ : 


szjcrut 


3m4W) tedcfj | 

cf§t ^|rf tffrffi 

3R. ^ 54 tel 

6.58 

4 a# 4?r 4*m 

m 3. 4 ter. 

* * ** 

a# mfte 

3m. sr. t 4 tei 

**** 

5# mfte % 

% 

70-80 


vseiVi <fn f&f tjcj spqj ^ 

54. 

S ^ T ’ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ftRT 5 rf^f *hS 

^ wra ^mr 3 ft 7 ^roraff % f^ mJZZz ^ 

fctcfj^q ^ fij^ft | <5 ^ 

Wn^cT: UT^T % 3FlfrRT ajmR 

^ 1 ?? ^ ^ f*# if ^ ^ ^ 

^Wft?TT3ft % vk^isl 3ft ^raSTfTT SPfrfcfa ^f #ft | 
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aifcm 

sra ft, -17 wit. ™ *" 

t JP7* ^ rf>™« * ™ ^ "7H Sf 

rt^AT^ 5 ^ 1 ^ ^"' ^ ” *** 

Picpietc] § '■ 

* J 1 k «9 in i ®« a ®*™^ STS 

OTT* | ^TB <TFJ m ortfea WCT wl Pra^ <ire^WT 

^c4> % wra^’ ^rrft % i - 

g^T ^ eft ^PTfcHT % I 

tfr aft ^ afk Wr ^txfft ^ * 

^ % HJ 3fmTcTt m ^tM ?p ™ frq ^ ¥t P 

57 . , ** 

W twi ^ Jf’ ~ Jf ^ * ^JT W5JP f^ 

^ ^ ^ 1^ ^ ™ xrffcrfH Jtot, en 

«—*.*<*« 

WrfEH cfj^I % i 

58. mSRjtf SKI 3™ |S 

afrc erfii aarfSn. ^ ift *pi st. *■ „ J^Lf, <pi ftofa'i ^ 

<*| ^ * ;« WM Tfl « J * JJ “ J * afi , #*, * 

""tftTTJ TTS^T-p* Jwt * fS| * R ' was 7R3 * tt* anwj W 

9 <S *f»ra anftr * *m 7F* «'=’**> 

f^rcnf^T it t t l 



&■ i sq-sM 


[ - f _ 


(4) ( 5 ) 


3904 61 'TTcftesr 


j Prahl q?T 

j 

i 

vTouqcf) 

• r-——-— 

i 

I fftrfcRft 

j 

j 

i 

j ?!% 

j 

j ; 

\ i 

■ 'peri 

1 *" 

(6) 

(7) 1 

(8) 

i 

i 

i 

(9) j 

j 

(10) 

(11) 

i 1 

j 

^ i 

1 

3.42 j 

R%JT. 

3m.^r. 1 


3904 61 ^ 


13904 61 rM ^ J ^ 


^ rTan 

c)^ 


h^fT 


5«*. *V0H£J ^ ^ *s 

^^fwrfWr 3 ^ ^ ^ g?qR ^ ^ arista 

it. qft. ^nft ; faffi? yfmnti 

ministry of commerce and industry 

(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 26th February. 2010 
Final Findings (Sunset Review) 

^z:zr om °« u ::r s of 

Determ.nat.on of Injury) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred^as RuTes)f Art ' deS ^ ** 

A Backgroun d of the fW 
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goods) originating in or exported from Russia (hereinafter also referred to as the subject 
country) falling under customs Sub heading 390461, Chapter 39 of the Customs Tari 
Act 1975 vide notification No. 24/1/98/DGAD, dated 9th June, 1999. The Ana findings 
were notified vide notification No 21/1/98-DGAD dated 13th October. 1999 and 
definitive anti dumping duty was imposed vide Notification No. 141/99 Customs dated 
30/12/1999. The petition in that case was filed by M/s. Hindustan Fluorocar on lmi . 
The Authority conducted a sunset review of the said definitive duty and recommen e 
continued imposition of definitive antidumping duty on import of the subject goods from 
the subject country vide notification No. 15/6/2003-DGAD, dated the 7th October 2004 
such duty was imposed by the Govt, of India vide Customs Notification No. 110/2004 
dated 18 11 2004 for a further period of five years. The anti dumping duty has bee 
extendedfiirtherFora period of one year after initiation of sunset review as per customs 

notification 2/2010-Customs dated 11 th January 2010. 

2 The Authority received a duly substantiated application from M/s. Gujarat 
Fluorochemicals Ltd. with a request for extension of duties on the grounds that the expiry 
of the duty is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. The 
petitioner submitted prima facie evidence in this regard, substantiating the need for 
extension of the anti dumping duty in force. 

3 Having satisfied itself that the petitioner has produced sufficient positive 
information substantiating the need for a review and in view of the orderThe>Ho 
Delhi High court in the matter of Indian Metal and Ferro Alloys Ltd V/s Designated 
Authority Writ Petition (Civil) No. 16893 of 2006, the Authority initiated the sunset 

ofanii-dumping djy impo-d on tag* «T «£« 
originating in or exported from Russia vide Notification No. 15/30/2008 : DGAD dated 
27^ February, 2009 in accordance with Section 9 A (5) of the Act, read with Ru 

the AD Rules. 

B. Procedure 

4. The procedure described below has been with regard to the investigation. 

(a) M/s Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd., Noida has filed a petition before the 

Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) in accordance with the 
Cuis Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment 
SfcSteta, of Anti-Dumping Dot, on Du.npod Mick. and for " o 

Injury) Rules, 1995 requesting extension of anti dumping duty in force on p 
Polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) originating in or exported from Russia. 

(b) The Authority on the basis of sufficient evidence submitted by the applicants 
issued a public notice dated 15/30/2008-DGAD dated 27* February, 2009 pub .shed-n 
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating Anti-Dumpmg review investigate 
concern ng imports of the subject goods, originating in or exported from the said country 
to "review 8 whether expiry of duty is likely to lead to continue i or 

dumping and injury. The scope of the present review covers all aspects of the previous 

notification. 

(c) The Embassy of the subject country in New Delhi was informed about the 
initiation of the investigations in accordance with Rule 6(2). 
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jJL. , H Authonty provided copies of the non-confldentia! version of the application 

to the known exporters and the Government of Russia in accordance with Rules 6(3) 

supra. A copy ot the non-confidential application was also provided to other interested 
parties, wherever requested. interested 


[Part!—Sec. I| 


(e) 


The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to the following known 
exporters (whose names and addresses were made available to the Authority) and 
gave them opportunity to make their views known in writing within forty days from 
the date of the letter in accordance with the Rules 6(2) & 6(4). However, none of the 
exporters have filed exporter’s questionnaire response. 


1. Hrast Ltd, P.O. Box No. 17, 203104, Moscow, Russia 

2. Jampack Enterprises Ltd., St. Petersburg, pr. Kosmonavtov, d.35, Russia 

3. Kirovo- Chepetsky Khimichesky Kombinat, 7, Pozhamy Lane, Kirovo- Chepetsk 
613042. Kirov Region, Russia. 


(f) Following initiation and after public hearing, M/s Halo Polymer, an exporter of the 
subject goods from Russia responded to the initiation and petition by submitting their 
exports to India. However, information submitted by them were grossly incomplete 
and not m the manner of exporters questionnaire. 


(g) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the following known 
importers (whose names and addresses were made available to the authority) of 
subject goods in India and advised them to make their views known in writing within 
forty days from the date of issue of the letter in accordance with the Rule 6(4). 

(a) M/s Goenka Sc Sons, Mumbai 

(b) M/s Pragati International, New Delhi 

(c) M/s Venus Industries, New Delhi 

(d) M/s Mechanical Packing Industries, Mumbai 

(e) M/s Mach Polymers, Pune 

(f) M/s Tee Coating Industries, Ahemdabad 

(g) M/s Pragati Plastic Pvt. Ltd, New Delhi 

(h) M/s Automate Industries, Ahemadabad 

(i) M/s Dip Flon Engineering Co., Ahemdabad 

G) M/s Plastic Product Engineering Co,Ahemdabad 
(k) M/s Corrosion Engineers, Ahemdabad. 

(h) However none of importers have filed Importer’s Questionnaire response except M/s 
Guarniflon India Pvt Ltd, which have submitted few annexure to the importers 
questionnaire. However, comments have been filed by M/s Lakhsmi kumaran & 
Sridharan in respect of following companies 

1. Supremo Polymer Industries 

2. TFE Coating industries 

3. Fluorocarbon Processing industries 

4. Manek Fluoro Polymers Pvt Ltd 

5. Packlon Industries. 

6. Kanan Polymer. 

7. Electro polymer industries. 

8. Sanghvi Techno Products. 
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9. Dip Flon Engg & Co. 

10. Plasttic products engg company 

11. Fluoroflon Industry 

12. Dhwani Polymer Industries. 

13. jayhind polymers. 

14. Angana International. 

15. Aflon engg Corporation. 

16. T&F Insulations Pvt Ltd. 

17. Tefkot Cable Company 


(i) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence presented 
2 various interested parties in the form of a public file maintained by the Authority and 
kept open for inspection by the interested parties as per Rule 6(7). 

(i) Exporters, producers and other interested parties who have not responded to the 
Authority, nor . supplied information relevant to this investigation have been treate 
non-cooperating interested parties. 

0) Request was made to the Directorate General of ( Commercial Intelligence and 
Statistics (DGCI&S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for the past three 
years, including the period of investigations. 


tkt Information was sought from the applicant and other domestic producer to 
determine non-injurious price based on the optimum cost of production and cost to make 
the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted Accounting 
Principles (GAAP) to ascertain whether Anti-Dumping duty lower than the dumping 
margin would be sufficient to remove injury to Domestic Industry; 

m The Authority held a public hearing on 29.10.09 to hear the interested parties orally. 
me MeT^ies present * the time of hearing were advised ro file 
submissions of the views expressed orally and were also given an opportunity to file 
eioTnde to the views expressed by other interested parties. The written submissions and 
rejoindererecdved from interested parties have been considered, to the extent considered 

relevant; 


(m) On the spot verification of the data provided by the applicant and domestic industry 
was carried out to the extent considered necessary. 


M In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts were disclosed to 
Hi 0 SS pries and — received on .he same have been considered ,» 

present Final Findings. 

(o) Investigation has been carried out for the period starting from 1st October 2007 to 
30th September 2008 (also referred to as the period of investigation or POI). However, 
Sly2?! covers fir. years 2005.M, 200M7,2007.0. * POL 


(p) *** in this notification represents information furnished by an interested party on 
confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 
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Product und er consideration and like aw»VIa 

(also £££%%£, SlS'iTn 2 "" rf? ““ ls 
•■nous grades, such ,32 fa „S7a " R “j.™ PTFE » P'^ 
grades of filled grades. All grades that wei/inrlnd dlspersions and compound 

- ™ dudes are wirhinfei^ .7^ *e„, rl". <”*“ “» 

electrical, electronic, mechanical anH • j . - W ’ " . E s P nma rily used in 

which are chemical inertness electrical anrl th md . U . Str, * s for their unic l ue characteristics 
non toxic, non flammable S.stancl to r^ilt f '"T'T"’ '° W COefficient Metier,, 
and outstanding ^ friction 

unde, iSaSfSr «»* no 3«M 6 , 
indicative only and, in no way, binding „„ of , ta invSiSns C *“°'" " 

Views of the Do mestic Industry 

consideMfonm’u™ remai'i^s'im’L' 7'i'toi'm “* scopc ° f "" P"> d “« ”"der 

Hindus,,, FlnorocarboSumited Z l rT™ * 

sr ‘tzzsrz 2ssj ;r= 

£S2.t: 

process based on available facilitii and ne^lfe"* P lioe ' , " n ' s ,ls P tod '“ i »" 

Views of the Imp orters 

Examination bv the Authority 

arc In “ *»*"« d »des 

Authority. Hindus^ F luo ro e„Sn el°7* ^ 

investigations. While the nresent netitinn ri JV™ mdustr y in the previous 
Hindustan FluorocarbonuEJSiSSJ the Lld ’ 

relevant information. The Authority considers that the scope of*? he ^ rov,ded a “ 
consideration in the present sunset review 1 :!u u P . the product under 

particularly when the need for the same has not been ifhr enhanced ’ nor curtailed, 
the present investigations, the dome! 

Ltd. and Hindustan Fluorocarbon Limited. HinLj’na^^ 
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the domestic industry at the time of previous investigations. It was established in this 
investigations that the domestic industry produces and supplies like amcleto the produ^ 

, „„„ oi ,wmn Since both Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd. and Hindustan 

lST» i* «* i" *» 

and have provided all relevant information, the scope of product under conslde ‘. a ‘ 10 " “ 

like articles is required to be decided based on the goods produced and supplied by these 

to compan es Subsequent to the disclosure statement, the domestic industry as well t* 
two companies^ o q . d thejr vlews ^ made earlier in their submissions. 

After examining the submissions and verifications of domestic industry, it is _notedthat 
the domestic industry manufactures the domestic like product to the product und 
considerafton ^defined in this disclosure statement.. Therefore, for die purpose of the 
sunset review , the scope of the product under consideration remains the same as define 
in the original investigations and as mentioned in the para as above. 

Domestic Industry an d Standing 

10 The application has been filed by Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd., Noida. Further 
M/s Hindustan Fluorocarbon Limited, Hyderabad, has cooperated in the present 
investigation and provided all relevant information. In the original investigat ons, 
Hindustan Fluorocarbon Limited had filed the petition before the Designated Authority. 

11 M/s Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd., has set up a new plant for production of PTFE 
installed caDacitv of 5500 MT, which commenced commercial production in 
December 2007. Capacity and production of Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd., in the current 
Sgation period'is significantly higher than Hindustan Fluo^arbon Linntadjhe 
Authority notes that production by Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd., andI H ndustan 
Fluorocarbon Limited accounts for 100% of the production of the subject goods in ndK 
In response to the disclosure statement, the exporter and importers have objected to 
fact that M/s HFL had entered the anti dumping proceedings after the P j jo ^arm g a d 

Authority therefore considers M/s Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd (GFL)and Hindustan 

( HFL. as domestic indusU, for the purpose of the present 

investigations. 

Confidentiality 

12 The Authority examined the confidentiality claims of the interested parties and on 
being satisfied with regard to claim on confidentiality, the same has been allowed. 

Submissions and iss ues raised 

13 The Authority notes that none of the interested parties have filed questionnaire 
'c However following importers have filed their responses through M/s 

Lakshmi Kumaran and Sridharan. Even though these responses clearly states that these 
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are in respect of parallel investigations relating to China, the Authority has considered it 
ppropriate to rely upon these for the present investigations as well, in so far as the same 

are relevant for the present investigations. same 


i. 

ii. 

iii. 

iv. 

v. 

vi. 

vii. 

viii. 

ix. 

x. 

xi. 

xii. 

xiii. 

xiv. 

XV. 

xvi. 

xvii. 


Supremo Polymer Industries 
TFE Coating Industries 
Fluorocarbon Processing Industries 
Manek Fluro-Polymers private Limited 
Packlon Industries 
Kanan Polymer 
Electro Polymers Industries 
Sanghvi Techno Products 
Dip-Flon Engg. & Co. 

Plastic products Engineering Company 
Fluoroflon Industry 
Dhwani Polymer Industries 
Jayhind polymers 
Angana International 
Aflon engineering Corporation 
Tefkot Cable Company 
T & F Insulations Pvt Ltd. 


14. Views expressed by the interested parties have been 
account in the present disclosure statement. 


appropriately taken into 


Determination of Dumning Margin 


Under Section 9A(l)c of the Customs Tariff Act 1975 
an article means: 


normal value in relation 


to 


1 • The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like article 

m . e f nt . for consumption in the exporting country or territory as determined in accordance 
with the rules made under sub-section (6); or accordance 

2. When there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of trade in rhe 
domesnc market of the exporting country or territory, or when because of the particular 
market situation or low volume of the sales in the domestic market of the exporting 
coumry or territory, such sales do not permit a proper comparison, the vZ2 

a. Comparable representative price of the like article when exported from the 
exporting country or territory or an appropriate third country u determined in 
accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

b. The cost of production of the said article in the county of origin along with 
JJJJJ’" ab ' e H ad t d,tl0n , for administrative, selling and general costs, and for 
profits, as determined in accordance with the rules made under sub-section 




M , 


Kli 
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reference to its price in the country of origin. 

is The Authority sent questionnaires to the known exporters for the purpose of 
1 termtotion of normal value in accordance with Section 9A(l)(c). A copy of the 

responded to the questionnaire in the form and manner prescribed. 


Normal Val »e & F.xnort Price: 

16 In view of non-cooperation from any exporters from the subject coun^, the 

Rus an ex^s ini the claim by the domestic industry that the Russian exports o 
third'country were also at similar price range and were at dumping PnceMas^ also 

established by imposition of anti-dumping duties on exports of P 

Europe). In view of the same, the Authority is constrained to determine normal value on 

the basis of best available information i.e. estimate of cost of production. 


17 It is also noted that the claim made by the applicant with regard to determination 

i additions for soiling, gon.nd * adminlsti.tivo esponsos and 

reasonable profit. 


Material Cost 

**** 

Utility Cost 

**** 1 

Conversion cost 

**** 

**** 

SGA 

Finance Cost 

**** 

Prnfit Marein (a). 5% 

**** 

Normal Value (Rs. per Kg) 

**** 

Exchange rate for INR to USD 

**** 
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Constructed Normal Value 


(US$ per Ke) 

9.25 


Authority has no option bufto proceed on the b P ° rte ‘~ S from the subject country, the 
Authority has considered information relating 1 ' ° f ^ lnforma,ion available. The 
Russian Customs data (as per World Trade aV t "Tm,, 0 " the basis of DGCI &S, 
Customs data is available 0 „ calelr vl h " , S ' “ i$ n ° ted that Russian 
available. The export price for the POI theref 5 ' 5 " n ° month ‘ wise breakdown is 
Russian customs data. Since DGCI&S covers H ^ e, can ^ ot be determined based on 
IBIS covens o„l» s,,^„S S i^Sis 0 S„ in “7 “VT 1 " here “ 
more exhaustive than IBIS information the A„th ■, ° C &S lnf °rmation is found to be 
on the basis of DGCI&S information. ’ ° n y propose t0 dctermine export prices 


DOCILE »e^XSe £T"1 0n b “ i! of «“» *»» 

and value of imports of the product under con vf” ete ™' necl considering total volume 
is at CIF level The same hasblinc. ^f 0 "' The eXp0rt price 50 determined 
inland freight in Russia port expense's iJr m - en S ^ fre '8 bt ’ marine insurance, 
non cooperation from the Russian exporters 088 ' 3 °" * 6 ° f facts availab| e in view of 


SN 

1 

Particular 

CIF export price 

All Russian 
producers/exporters 
6.04 

2 

Cess : Expenses from 
CIF to ex-factory 

0.21 

3 

bx-tactory price 

5.83 


Dumping Margin: 


20. Dumping margin has been 
price determined, as detailed above. 


determined considering the normal value and 
Dumping margin comes as under- 


export 



Unit 

Any Russian producer/ 
exporter 

Constructed Normal 
value 

USS/kg 

9.25 

Net Export price 

US$/kg 

5.83 

DM $ 

--- 

US$/kg 

3.42 

(DM% 

% 

58.65 




(mm—l] 
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INJURY DETERMINATION 
Views of Domestic Industry 

21 The Domestic Industry has submitted that subject goods f ™ l J 1 ^ hl " a and Russla 
have caused injury to the Domestic Industry as is evident from the following. 


(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 


(g) 


(h) 

(9 

0 ) 

(k) 

(0 

(m) 

(n) 

(o) 
(P) 

(q) 


In case of Russia, imports continued in significant volumes. 

In case of China, imports increased significantly as compared to original 

investigation period. , 

The increase in imports from China is inspite of imposition of anti dumping 

duties. . . 

to case of China, share of imports has remained very significant in relation to 

demand/consumption in India. 

The significant volume of China imports are inspite of significant capacities an 
production within the Country. 

Imports from China and Russia (both individually) are significantly undercutting 
the prices of the domestic industry. Imports are causing price suppression he 
p„W subject gods 1. the dotn.stie market. imports or. resulting m pnee 

underselling. 

Performance of the domestic industry continues to be adverse. In fact, the 
dome™c industry has been prevented from utilizing its capacities Even when 
domSie industry b.s kept fraction low levels, the itrventorte, have sky 
rocketed to 8-10 months sales. Sales volumes are materially low as com P ar « 
the demand in the Country. The domestic industry ,s suffering significant 

financial losses, negative return on investment and cash profits. 

Performance of the domestic industry is materially below the projections in its 

NlTrket share'tffthe subjTct^ds'in 'the domestic market has shown a decline. 
ST ST "S' However/dte 1 profitability has signifioantl, 

Sm on capital employed has first improved but then have deteriorated again. 

Growth is showing a negative trend. . 

Cash profit first improved but then have later deteriorated. 

Emolovment & wages have shown a positive trend. . • a 

With regard to ability to raise capital, one of the petitioner companies is having 
negative impact; whereas the other being a multi-product company, , not 
showing any significant negative impact. 


22. Views of Importers & Users 

Views expressed by the importers & users are as follows - 
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(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

(g) 

(h) 

(i) 

(i) 

00 


[ Part I- 


NOrm f- Va i UC: n ° eVid6nCe haS been provided t0 substantiate claims 
regcrvug consumpaon factor, raw material, utility, conversion costs 

bxport price - no evidence has been provided to substantiate claims regarding 

fm^d-ln S I £ °.! ,et , CXpoFt pricc ' As ,he export price calculation relates to 
imports into India, the same cannot be treated as confidential. 

ciujarat Huorochemicais Ltd. began production only in 2007. Thus data supolied 

The company ’ being at its initial 

data for P01 with previous year> which is just f ° ur 

Marhet share and sales of domestic industry have shown improvement in the POL 
a.duce sheet or Gujarat Fiuorochemicals Ltd. for period 2007-08 & 2008-09 

shows improvement in production, captive consumption, and sales despite of fall 

in aemana. 

According to 2008-09 annual report of Gujarat Fiuorochemicals Ltd., it continues 

its strong presence m carbon credit market 

n Y mS f !ir,k in the light of dramatic increase in total domestic sales 

itS. ‘ $tlare (588%) and Signilkam fa " in domestic demand (- 

^ ar tbe *' act tbat suc b a sharp increase in output legged 
hlnd the increase in installed capacity demonstrates that the slight decrease in 
capacity utilization is due to over ambitious capacity additions and not due to 
increase m imports from the subject country. 

th 0 ™ f T y ’ arC dUC t0 , GUJarat Fluorochemicals being at nascent stage and 
there weie huge imports irom rest of the world. S 

While arriving at the cause of injury authority should take under consideration 
the export performance of Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd. More than 50% of its 
production is meant for exports. Any fall in exports will have a direct effect 
Further any reduction in export prices would lead to under absorption of fixed 
costs and thus lead to additional losses. 

23. The Authority has examined the views of the interested parties with regard to 
injury to the domestic industry, it is rioted that ^ 


(a) 


(h) 


With regard to increase in market share and sales of the domestic industry, the 
. Authoiuy notes that the applicant commenced commercial production in the 
investigation period. Therefore, some increase in the sales volumes of the 
domestic industry and consequent increase in the market share is a consequence 
of this commencement ol production. 

The Authority notes that the petitioner determined normal value on constructed 
cost 01 production basis, pleading non-availability of relevant information in 
pubhc domam. As regards disclosure of various components of constructed 
norma! value, since business sensitive data of the petitioner company has been 

nartt A m I n0i T value ’ the same canno1 be disclosed to other interested 
parties. As regards evidence of price adjustments, the petitioner clarified that the 
same were based on most reasonable and conservative basis. 


•Sec. I] 





rMF n_^n ggyyggiiJgg jg - — 

( c \ With regard to the period for which injury data has been made available, the 
Authority notes that while Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd. has commercial 
production only for this period, Hindustan Fluorocarbon Limited was in 
production for the entire injury period. The company has provided information 
relevant to injury assessment. Therefore, the injury to the domestic industry has 
been examined for investigation period and three preceding years in the present 
investigations. 


(d) With regard to determination of non injurious price after giving credit for carbon 
credits the Authority notes that the non injurious price has been determined on 
the basis of records maintained by the domestic industry in accordance with 
Generally Accepted Accounting Principles. Raw materials required tor 
production of the product under consideration does not provide any benefit o 
carbon credits. Carbon credits are received on account of HFC-23 (also known as 
R-23), which is not a raw material in production of the product under 
consideration. Further, since the domestic industry is captively producing R- , 
the Authority is required to consider market price of R-22. ihe cost o 
production of R-22 is therefore in any case not relevant for determination of non 

injurious price of PTFE. 

(e) As regards performance of GFL reported in the Annual Report, the Authority 
observes that GFL is a multi product company. Further, the company has 
significant domestic and export operations. The Authority has relied upon 
information relating to the product under consideration alone for the purpose ot 
injury determination. The performance reflected in published financial results 
therefore may not be relevant or indicative of the performance of the product 
under consideration. 

(f> With regard to commencement of commercial production by Gujarat 
Fluorochemicals Ltd. in the investigation period and short period of the same, 
the Authority notes that - 

9 Petitioner has provided its injury information to the extent it has been in 
commercial production. Petitioner has provided information for the 
subsequent period in its subsequent submissions to show the performance 
to the maximum extent available; 

# Petitioner has provided information from its project report on the basis of 
which the present plant was conceived, which shows that the performance 
achieved so far is far adverse as compared to the performance envisaged in 

the project report. 

# Even if the non-injurious price envisaged in the project report is 
considered, it is seen that landed price of import is substantially below 
such non-injurious price. In the context of Gujarat Fluorochemicals 
Ltd., given that the company has commenced commercial production in 
the current POI, the relevant thing is whether the performance of the 
domestic industry is being adversely affected by continued dumping of the 
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product or whether the performance of the company is likely to he 
adversely affected by recurrence of dumping in case the present anti 
dumping duties are revoked. ' 1 

* eLmL b ? by imp ° rterS and e *P° rter ^at Authority should 

exam me to what extent and whether costs associated with start up 

operations contributed to the injury As regards start up costs and losses 

due to recent commercialization of production, the Authority notes that the 

project report of the Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd. shows that the same had 

nZTh t P ? fit " ^ ^ fifSt ^ ° f 'commencement of product It is 
noted that start up costs for first two months of the operations have been 

ZtT s,me h,s “ ,he ^ 

Examination by the Authority 

24. Rule 11 of Antidumping Rules read with Annexure-II provides that ,n 

oThe i? ern r atl ?, n Sha " l mV0,Ve exarTlination of factors that mav indicate injur 
he domestic industry, ‘.... taking into account all relevant facts including tlv 
vo ume of dumped imports, their effect on prices in the domestic m t foH t 

« £" t rr f“ °j su ' h impms »„ f s c 

articles.. In considering the effect of the dumped imports on prices it is 
considered necessary to examine whether there has been a significant’ price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price ofthe like article 
m India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to suppress prices m a 

significant degree or prevent price increases, which otherwise would have 
occurred, to a significant degree. 

? n 5 , llct For the examination of the impact ofthe dumped imports on the domestic 
ustry in India, indices having a bearing on the state of the industry such as 
production, capacity utilization, sales volume, stock, profitability, net sales 
realization, the magnitude and margin of dumping, etc. have been considered in 
accordance with Annexure II ofthe rules supra. 

26 The present investigations are sunset review investigations of anti dumping 
duties in force. Rules 23 provides that provisions of Rule 11 shall apply mutated 
mutandis basts m case of a review as well. The Authoritv has thereforedetermined 
injury o the domestic industry considering, mutates mutandis, the provisions of 
Ru e 1 .ead with Annexure II. Further, since anti dumping duties are in force the 
Authonty considers that the fact of existing anti dumping duties on the product on 
imports from Russia ,s required to be considered while examining injury to the 
domestic mdustry The Authority has also examined whether existing measure i 
required to be extended to counteract the likelihood of dumping causing injury. 

27 The product under consideration was being produced in India only bv 
Hindustan Fluorocarbon Limited at the time of previous investigations The 
present petition has beer filed by Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd., who has set up a 
new production facility for production of the product under consideration and 
commenced commercial production in Dec., 2007. Therefore, the Authority has 
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determined injury to the domestic industry by considering information relating to 
Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd. and Hindustan Fluorocarbon Limited. 


SsH^iSSSSS? 

SSSSSSF^SSS 

of the present findings. 

30. Demand of the product in the Country has been assessed as the sum of 
domestic sales of the domestic producers and imports from all sources. 


Particulars 

rmintrv 

Unit 

1 


1 

jj^g 

Oct- 

Sep08 

(POI) 

\_z V/ UII VI J 

Russia 

Trend 

Others 

■gg 

35 

100 

1,386 

59 

168.57 

1,668 


■ 

Total 

T rend 


1,421 

100 

1,728 

122 

Z, ICO 

152 

l i 

163 

1 Lvllw _ 

Share of subject country 
in tntal imoorts 

% 

2.46 

3.44 

2.64 


Subject imports in 
relation to Indian 
Demand 

% 

H 



H 


31. The Authority notes that even 

Set\Tp01 th aS relation to Indian production and 

consumption. 

32. 1. is need to "Hile volume ofX'i to M 
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Price effect of imports 

33 • regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it has been 

examined whether there has been a significant price undercutting by the dumped 
imports as compared with the price of the like product in India, or whether the 
effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree or 
prevent price increases, which otherwise would have occurred, to a significant 
degree. A comparison for product concerned was made between the landed value of 
exported product and the average selling price of the domestic industry. Selling 
price of the domestic industry has been determined net of all rebates and taxes, at 
the same level of trade. This comparison showed that imports from subject country 
were significantly undercutting the prices of the domestic industry in the market. 


Particulars 

Unit 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

Oct-Sep08 

(POI) 

Landed price of 
imports 

Rs. Kg 

340.04 

354.37 

259.50 

| 

270.11 

Net Sales 
Realization 

Rs. Kg 

**** 


**** 

* * V * 

Price Undercutting 

Rs. Kg 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Price Undercutting 

% 

18-22 

15-20 

35-40 

15-20 


34. The Authority has also examined price underselling suffered by the domestic 
industry and notes that the landed value from subject country is significantly below 
the cost of production and non-injurious price of domestic industry. Further, while 
cost of production of the subject goods declined, the decline in the selling price of 
the domestic industry was far more than the decline in the cost of production. The 
imports are thus depressing the prices of the subject goods in the market. 


Particulars 

Unit 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

Oct-Sep08 

(POI) 

Cost of sales - 
Domestic 

Rs. Kg 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

99 

315 

84 

Selling Price per 
unit - Domestic 

Kg 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

102 

98 

77 

Landed Price 

Rs. Kg 

340.04 | 

—r 

354.37 

259.50 

270.11 


35. It is further noted that the landed price of dumped imports from subject 
country are significantly below the cost of production and non injurious price of 
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the domestic industry. The imports therefore resulting in price underselling in the 
market. 


Particulars 

Unit 

Non-cooperating exporters 

I cmHeH nrice of imports 

US$ per 

Kg 

6.58 

Cost of production of 

Domestic industry 

US$ per 

Kg J 

**** 

Non injurious price of the 
domestic industry 

US$per 

Kg 

**** 

Price underselling amount 

US$ per 
Kg 

**** 

Price underselling % 

% 

70-80 


Economic parameter s of the domestic industry. 


, 6 Annexure 11 to the AD Rules requires that a determination of injury shall involve 

L obieetive examination of the consequent impact of these imports on domestic 

nroducers of such products. With regard to consequent impact of these imports on 
producers oi sue P , th Ru | es f urt h er provide that the examination of 

2 domestic industry should include an native 
and unbiased evaluation of all relevant economic factors and^.‘"dices having; a^earmgon 
the state of the industry, including actual and potential decline m s J s > P^ s ; 0U J ; 
market share productivity, return on investments or utilization of capacity, tact 
affecting domestic prices, the magnitude of the margin of dumping; and potent la 

negative effects on cash flow, inventories, employment, wages, growth, abi i y 
canital investments. An examination of performance of the domestic industry reveals that 
the domestic industry has suffered material injury. However the present investigations 
beingTsunset review investigations, injury to the domestic industry >s required to be 
assessed on likely hood basis. Further, whereas only Hindustan Fluorocarbon Limited was 
in production at the time of original investigations, Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd. wi 
capacity signficantly' higher than Hindustan Fluorocarbon Limited has c “ m '“^ 
commercial prduction, that too in Dec., 2007 (i.e., in the invention period itself). The 
various injury parameters relating to the domestic industry are discussed below. 

Production, sales and capacity utilization: 

37 . The volume of domestic production and effects of dumped imports on the 
domestic operation of the domestic industry have been examined in terms 
production, capacity utilization and domestic sales of the domestic industry. 


47 
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38. 


(a) Capacity for the product under consideration has significantly enhanced. As stated 
earlier, Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd. has set up a plant with installed capacity 
significantly higher than Hindustan Fluorocarbon Limited. 

(b) Sales volumes of the domestic industry and consequently its production has 
increased. The increase in these parameters is due to commencement of new 
production facilities in the Country. It is noted that the volume of Russian 
imports has significantly increased over the period inspite of commencement of 
fresh production in the Country. 

(c) Capacity utilization of the domestic industry has declined. 

(d) The landed price of dumped imports from Russia without considering prevailing 
anti dumping duties is significantly below the cost of production and non 
injurious price of the domestic industry. 

Market share: 


THE GAZETTEOF INDIA: E XTRAORDINARY 


Particulars 

Unit 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

Oct-Sep08 

(POI) 

Installed capacity 

Mt 

500 

500 

2,333 

5,083 

Output/Production 

Mt 

228 

245 

826 

1,478 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

o 

361 

647 

Capacity Utilization 

% 

45.69 

49.00 

35.38 

29.07 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

107 

77 

64 

Sales of Domestic 
Industry 

MT 

308 

269 

184 

433 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

87 

60 

141 


It is noted that 


j A Effects of the dumped imports on the domestic sales and market shares of the 

domestic industry have been examined as follows: 


Particulars 

Unit 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

Oct-Sep08 

(POI) 

Import from Russia 

MT 

35 

59 

57 

183 

Import from other 
countries 

MT 

1,386 

1,669 

2,107 

2,134 

Sales of domestic 
industry 

MT 

308 

269 

184 

433 


9 




[vrni—]gg_n 


Total Demand in India 

MT 

1,729 

1,997 

2,349 

2,750 

Market share in 
ripmnnd 






Share of Domestic 

Tnrlnstrv 

% 

17.83 

13.46 

7.84 

15.75 

Share of Russia 

% 

2.02 

2.97 

2.43 

6.66 

Share of other countries 

% 

80.15 

83.57 

89.73 

77.59 

Total 

% 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 


L 


40 It is noted that the market share of the domestic industry has declined. Even 
though the market share increased to some extent in the investigate period as compared 
O previous year, the same is still substantially lower than the market share registered 
earlier. Further, given that new production facilities commenced commercial production 
in the investigation period, the market share of the domestic industry was expected 
have increased much higher than the levels registered earlier as is noted from the 
projections in the annual report of Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd.,. However, dumpe 
TpSrie still having significant share in the demand for the product unde, 

consideration in India. 
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Profits/Loss- cash flow and return on investments 

41 Profits, cash flow and return on investments earned by the domestic industry from 
the sales of the subject goods in the domestic market were as follows: - 


Particulars 

Unit 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

Oct-Sep08 

(POI) 

Cost of sales - 
Domestic 

Rs. Kg 

**** 

**** 

**** 


Trend 

Indexed 

100 

99 

115 

84 

Selling Price per unit- 
Domestic 

Rs. Kg 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

102 

98 

77 

Profit/Loss (PBT) - 
Domestic 

Rs. Kg 

**** 

**** 

**** 

♦ ♦ 

Trend 

Indexed 

(100) 

(94) 1 

(141) 

(96) 

Profit/Loss (PBT) 

Rs. Lacs 

**** 

**** 

**** 


Trend 

Indexed 

(100) 

(82) 

(84) 

(135) 

Profit/Loss (PBIT) 

Rs. Lacs 

**** 

**** 

**** 


Trend 

Indexed 

(100) 

(79) 

(83) 

_ (123) 

Cash Profit 

Rs. Lacs 

**** 

**** 

**** 


Trend 

Indexed 

(100) 

(71) 

(94) 

(125) 

Return on Capital 
Employed on NFA 

% 

**** 

**** 

**** 
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basis 
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Trend 

Indexed 

(100) 

(156) 

(ID 



[Part 


M. 


42. It is noted that 


(a) The domestic industry was suffering significant financial losses. Inspite of 
existing significant financial losses', the situation deteriorated further in the 
investigation period. The domestic industry reported higher losses in the 
investigation period. 

(b) Return on investment was significantly negative in earlier years. The same 
continued to be negative, even though the position with regard to return on 
investment has improved. The improvement in return on investment in the 
POI could be more on account of addition of significant capital employed 
due to commencement of production by Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd. It is 
noted that loss before interest has otherwise further increased. 

(c) The domestic industry has suffered negative cash profits throughout the 

injury period. Further, the level of cash losses have increased during the 
investigation period. ° 

Factors affecting prices 

43. Consideration of the import prices, change in the cost structure, competition in the 
domestic market, factors other than dumped imports that might be affecting the prices of 
the domestic industry in the domestic market shows that the landed value of imported 
dumped material from Russia are significantly below the selling price of the domestic 
industry, causing severe price undercutting in the Indian market. Imports from other 
countries other than China PR ( country attracting anti dumping duty from India) are at 
higher prices. There is no viable substitute to this product. Demand for the product was 

positive and could not have been a factor responsible for price suppression faced by the 
domestic industry. 

Employment productivity and wages 

44. Number of employees employed by the domestic industry, its productivity and 
wages paid shows as follows 


Particulars 

Unit 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

Oct-Sep08 

(POI) 

Employment 

Nos. 

153 

146 

167 

224 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

95 

109 

146 

Wages 

Rs.Lacs 

**** 


**** 

**** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

96 

165 

252 

Productivity per 
employee 

Mt 

1.49 

1.68 

4.94 

6.61 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

113 

331 

443 




51 


f *rm i—rsrrg 1 3 


It is seen that employment has increased. Wages paid have also increased, e 
increase in employment and wages is because of addition of capacities durmg the 
investigation period. Productivity of the domestic industry has shown significant 

improvement. 


Inventories 


45 Authority notes that inventories of the product with the domestic industry have 
shown a significant increase in the POI. While it is noted that some increase in 
inventories wuld be due to one more company commencing production, the increase in 

the inventories is too significant. 



Unit 

* 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

Oct-Sep08 

(POI) 

Onenint? Stock 

Mt 

112 

32 

8 

3 

rindne Stock 

Mt 

32 

8 

490 

414 


Mt 



249 

208 


— 

Indexed 



347 

290 

Number of days 
sales in stock 

Nos. 

38 


972 

349 

Trend 

Indexed 


Kfl 

2,566 

920 


Magnitude of Dumping 

46 The dumping margin determined are above de minimis level and are quite 
significant Dumping margin determined in original investigation as also prev,ous sunset 
review was also found quite significant. 


Growth 


47 The domestic industry continues to face negative growth in terms of a number of 
parameters. It has been claimed that even when production, sales volumes, market 
havTThown some positive growth, the same is far below the levels that the domest c 
industry could haw achieved in the absence of continued dumping, particularly- after 
332 of significant fresh capacities. On the basis of the examination, it is con idered 
that the domestic industry is facing adverse growth in respect to number of parameters. 


Growth (year to year 
hacicl 

Unit 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

Oct-Sep08 

(POD 

Growth in sales volume 

% 


(10-15) 

(30-35) 

130-140 

Growth in production 

% 


5-10 

230-240 

75-85 

Growth in demand 

% 


10-20 

10-20 

10-20 
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Growth in selling price 
per unit 

% 


2-8 

VI\ I 

(3-10) 

IrARI J—Sec 

(15-25) 

Growth in Cost of sale 
per unit 

% 


(1-3) 

10-20 

(20-305) 

Growth in profit/loss 
per unit 

% 


3-10 

(45-55) 

30-40 

Growth in Profits 
(PBIT) 

% 


15-25 

(3-10) 

£ 

o 

^r, 

O 

Growth in Cash Profit 

% 


25-35 

30-40 

25-35 

Growth in ROI 

% 


(45-55) 

120-130 

1-5 

Growth in Inventories 

% 


(65-75) 

1100-1200 

(12-22) 


Ability to raise fresh investment 


48. While one of the domestic industry (Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd.) is a multi 
product company, the other (Hindustan Fluorocarbon Limited) is a subsidiary of HOCL, 
which is also a multi product company. The domestic industry has claimed that the 
product is a capital intensive product and has been suffering financial losses for quite 
some time. M/s Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd. has claimed that it has plans to further 
expand the capacities for the product under consideration. However, the company is not 
able to timely carry out the expansions in view of continued adverse performance. 

Conclusions on injury 

49. The examination of above injury parameters and considering the fact that the anti 
dumping duties are in place on imports from China and Russia, the Authority concludes 
that even though the volume of imports from Russia is much lower than the volume of 
imports from China, still, the volume of imports is significant both in absolute terms and 
relative to production and consumption in India. The domestic industry alleged that the 
benchmark in case of Russia was higher than the benchmark in respect of China, 
resulting in preference to imports from China. However, should the present anti dumping 
duties be revoked, the volume of imports would increase substantially. On the basis of the 
examination, it is noted that M/s Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd. commenced commercial 
production during the POI. Thus, injury to the domestic industry has to be examined in 
the light of addition of capacities and fresh production by new company. It is noted that 
the dumped imports of the subject goods from subject country have been undercutting 
the domestic selling prices, which has resulted in price depression in the domestic 
market. It is further noted that even though production & domestic sales increased, the 
market share and capacity utilization has deteriorated. It is noted that dumped imports 
from Russia have been undercutting the domestic prices. Further, the landed prices of 
subject goods from Russia have caused price depression in the domestic market. With 
regard to consequent impact of the dumped imports on the domestic industry, it is noted 
that performance of the domestic industry continued to remain adverse on account of 
decline in capacity utilization, market share, profits, return on investment, cash profits 
and inventories though the same should have improved as a result of increase in demand 
and imposition of anti dumping duties earlier. 


Ml 
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On the basis of above analysis, the Authority concludes that the performance of 
the domestic industry has not improved. The sitaution of the domestic industry has 
remained fragile and adverse. Further, the domestic industry has suffered continued material 


injury. 


Likelihood of continued injury 

50 The current investigations are sunset review of anti-dumping duties earlier 
imposed on imports of PTFE from Russia Under the Rules, the Authority is required to 
determine whether the anti-dumping duty in force is required to be extended further. The 
Authority proposes to consider following parameters while considering extension of anti¬ 
dumping duties - 

(a) Dumping margin determined at the time of original investigation and the current 
investigation are significant. The product continues to be exported at 
significantly dumping prices in spite of imposition of anti-dumping duties, 

(b) While volume of dumped imports from Russia is not as high as dumped Chinese 
imports, the same is significant and has shown increase over the current injury 
period. The volume of imports in the current investigation period is higher than 
even than the original investigation period and sunset review investigation 
period. 


Period 

Volume of imports (MT) 

1995-96 

24.1 

1996-97 

7 

1997-98 (till June, 98) 

40.7 

1999-00 1 

98 

2000-01 

109 

2001-02 

157 

POI (first sunset review) 

158 

2005-06 

35 

2006-07 

59 

2007-08 

57 

Oct-Sep08 (POI) 

183 


(c) Freely disposable production capacities - The information provided by the 
domestic industry and not refuted by other parties shows existence of significant 
unutilised capacities in Russia. 

(d) It has been submitted that exports of the product from Russia to various countries 
in the world are quite significant and are at a price lower than the normal value 
established for Russia and selling price & non injurious price of the domestic 
industry (after necessary adjustments for expenses). The domestic industry has 
argued that revocation of Anti dumping duty will lead to a situation where 
exports from Russia would significantly undercut the prices of the domestic 
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industry and thus would provide Russian producers better market opportunity in 
India vis-a-vis other global markets. 

Volumes (kgs) (source: World Trade Atlas) 


Rank 

Country 

2006 

2007 

2008 

_0 

--The World— 

9616208 

9634058 

9109613 

1 

Italy 

3776618 

3918305 

2751896 

\—L - 

United States 

1356231 

1845024 

1360070 

n 

J 

Romania 

1389600 

247890 

848700 

4 

Korea, South 

907566 

1200360 

781356 

5 

Switzerland 

172800 

316830 

741600 

6 

China 

552706 

402269 

370170 

7 

Germany 

241200 

285110 

307360 

8 

India 

52561 

44669 

288010 

9 

Netherlands 

343498 

243374 

250444 

10 

Canada 

144000 

234000 

216000 

11 

Turkey 

140940 

138469 

214185 

12 

France 

79824 

236808 

162618 

13 

Austria 

0 

0 

145616 

14 

Ukraine 

111958 

149596 

132070 

15 

Mexico 

36000 

72100 

108000 

16 

Brazil 

81240 

47730 

90000 

17 

Vietnam 

54000 

22328 

78530 

18 

Singapore 

0 

18000 

54000 

19 

Japan 

18930 

[ 34440 

46993 

20 

Czech Republic 

0 

0 

36905 

21 

Malaysia 

79968 

122528 

26656 

22 

Thailand 

22328 

6664 

22328 

23 

United Kingdom 

0 

28 

19080 

24 

Poland 

0 

0 

18762 

25 

Taiwan 

0 

0 

18000 

26 

Iran 

0 

45000 

18000 

27 

Bulgaria 

0 

0 

2204 

28 

Denmark ; 

0 

0 

60 

29 

Hungary 

5400 

0 

0 

30 i 

Kazakhstan 

240 

1 

0 

31 1 

Malta 

48600 

0 

0 

32 1 

Uzbekistan 

0 

2475 

0 

33 ! 

Sweden 

0 

58 

0 

34 ' 

Tajikistan 

0 

2 

0 


—Sec. 1] 
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Average price in USS per Kg 


Rank 

Country 

./KG -2006 

-/KG - 
2007 

-/ KG - 
2008 

0 - 

The World-- 

4.61 

5.57 

6.16 

1 11 

alv 

4.48 

5.56 

6.24 

2 l 

■^11 --— —--- 

Jnited States 

4.38 

5.41 

6.17 

2 F 

Romania 

4.93 I 

6.04 

6.31 

4 F 

\ orea, South 

4.82 

5.55 T 

6.03 

5 S 

Switzerland 

5.38 

6.29 

6.17 

6 ( 

3hina 

4.11 

4.77 

5.32 

7 ( 

3 p,rm an v 

4.65 

5.72 

6.47 

ft 1 

India 

5.91 

5.49 

5.72 

O i 

9 

Netherlands 

4.41 

6.06 

6.43 

10 

Panada 

4.69 

5.48 

5.74 

I V 

II 

Turkev 

4.34 

5.93 

6.31 

12 

France 

4.74 

5.55 

6.56 

13 

Austria 

0 

0 

5.6 

14 

Ukraine 

4.36 

5.68 

6.46 

i s 

Mexico 

5.07 

5.83 

6.34 

I J 

ifi 

Rrazil 

5.03 

6.8 ^ 

5.6 

1 u 

17 

Vietnam _ 

6.41 

6.1 

6.79 

1R 

Ninaanore 

r 0 

' 5.2 

5.43 

l o 

19 

knan 

6.82 

6.56 

6.84 

1 y 

20 

Czech Republic 

0 

0 

6.87 

91 

Malaysia 

5.7 

5.75 

6.2 

99 

Thailand 

6.03 

5.5 

6.1 

23 

74 

TT«itf»r1 T^imrdom 

0 

6.43 

6.06 

unueu rvm^uv7iii _.—— 

Poland 

7 0 

0 

5.55 

9S 

Taiwan 

0 

0 

6.7 

26 

Tran 

T 0 

6.51 

6.63 

97 

Rnlparia 

0 

0 

7.96 

z. / 

2ft 

ppnmark 

0 

0 

5.13 

79 

Hnnp flr Y 

4.73 

0 

0 

47 

OA 

kT <»T{i1<rh«:tan 

8.33 

23 

0 

•>v 

31 

Malta 

4.88 

0 

0 

J 1 

32 

Uzbekistan 

0 

8.89 

0 

k/4 

Sweden 

~ r 0 

1.31 

0 

JJ 

34 

Tajikistan 

0 

106.5 

0 
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(e) Vulnerability of the domestic industry - It has been submitted that the domestic 
industry continues to suffer material injury in spite of current duties. 

(f) The Authority has conducted two investigations in respect of Russia and one 

investigation in respect of China. All the investigations have established existence 
ot significant dumping. 

(g) Dumping margin in respect to exports to third countries- It has been noted that 
the exports to third countries are materially below the constructed normal value 
determined in this investigation. 

(h) It has also been claimed that the product under consideration is also attracting 
anti-dumping duties in other countries. It is further noted that Europe has earlier 
imposed anti-dumping duties on imports of the product under consideration from 
China and Russia. Further, exports from Italy and Japan are also attracting anti¬ 
dumping duties in USA. Thus, it is noted that with the anti dumping duties in 
place from other countries, there would be greater incentive for the Russian 
companies to dump the subject goods to India. 

On the basis of the foregoing, it is concluded that revocation of Anti dumping 
duties on imports from Russia is likely to lead to intensified dumping and 
consequent injury to the domestic industry. 

Causal Link 

51. As per the AD Rules, the Authority is, inter alia, required to examine any known 
factors other than the dumped imports which at the same time are injuring the domestic 
industry, so that the injury caused by these other factors must not be attributed to the 
dumped imports. Factors which may be relevant in this respect include, inter alia, the 
volume and prices of imports not sold at dumping prices, contraction in demand or 
changes m the patterns of consumption, trade restrictive practices of and competition 
between me foreign and domestic producers, developments in technology and the export 
performance and the productivity of the domestic industry. It was examined whether 
these other parameters listed under the Rules could have contributed to injury to the 
domestic industry. It was found that 

(a; Imports from Third Countries: - The Authority notes that price of imports of the 
product under consideration from countries other than China and Russia are 
significantly higher than the import price from the countries attracting anti dumping 
duties, imports from China are at dumping prices and the Authority is conducting a 
parallel mid term review investigations in respect of imports from China. 

Contraction in Demand: - There is no contraction in the demand during injury 
period. On the contrary, overall demand for subject goods has shown significant 
posa. ve growth during the injury period. 

) Pa'tern of consumption: - No significant change T pattern of consumption has 
come to the knowledge of the Authority, nor an-, .crested party has made any 
submission in this regard. ^ 
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ti^ mvpctioation so far has not shown that conditions 

(d) «rs ri" ^ <* " ^ ,o 

the domestic industry^ investigation so far has not shown that there was 

<e) Int in SUff which could have cased injury to.he d.mesiic 

(0 Export peJ 0r t m “Tbc n , Jx'portUStmcam'Spom'tttacisI tees and injury 

is due'to pod— 'ZZZSS22SK. 

In fact, the price in case of exports is touna n g the Wor |d, including 

The company has been exporting o a nu profitability in the domestic 

some of the developed countr.es. Further tthe Price and P*ot, y prese nt 

and export market <* t0 

^TJS' export performance and injury to .he domestic indush, is no. 

due to possible deterioration in exports. 

•=a^35H5Ss3 

production and sale of the product under consideration. 

Injury to the domestic industry is likely due to dumped imports. 

a. The landed prices of imports^omesttendustry' As^a'resulT'of' putstee price 

£^.“. rr ,0,nme of ira ^ s “ d 11 nkely 

to lead to decline in market share of the domestic industry. 

bSSSsstHS=iSS= 

share of the domestic industry. 

C. Lower import prices are likely to prevent the domestic industry from increasing 
their prices. 

d . The domestic induslor has "pricMjepresston'eflihrt *rfthe^ite^h^resuitwnn 
of the injury suffered in the p . P d conS equently continued negative 

continued financial losses t.12s perform.hce on acc.nn. 

o”mfe'S’T!n*«and cash pr^fs is dne » ptcenc, ofdnmp«l imports in 
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JTHHGAZETTEOF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I- 


d h p twf k , et t h ReV ! Cati0n °l a u ntl dumpin8 duty on im P orts from Russia is likely to further 
deteriorate the situation of the domestic industry in the market. 

e. Si^ificant continued adverse performance of the domestic industry is due to 
presence of dumped imports in the market. 

j. , , ' he A “ thori ty therefore, concludes that revocation of anti dumping duty is likely 

to ead to continued injury to the domestic industry within the meaningof Rule 11 of 
Anti-dumping Rules and Article 3.5 of Agreement of Anti- dumping. § 


Magnitude of Injury and injury marg in 


5j The non-injurious prices for the subject good has been compared with the landed 
a ue of the exports from the subject country for the same description for determination 
of injury margin. The weighted average landed price of the exporters from the subject 
country and their injury margins have been worked out as follows 


Particulars 

Unit 

Non cooperating exporters 

Landed price of imports 

US$ per Kg 

6.58 

Non injurious price of the 

US $ per Kg 


domestic industry 


Injury margin 

US$ per Kg 

**** 

Injury margin % 

% 

—---- -L 

70-80 


Indian industry’s interest & other issues 


54 .‘ . Th . e Authority recognizes that imposition of anti-dumping duties might affect the 

nrfucad by the ant,Jump,ng measure,. On ,he contrary, i mposilion of , tHl „ 

measures wou d remove the unfair advantage gained by dumping practices, would arrest 

the decline of the domestic industry and help maintain availability of wider choice to the 
consumers of subject goods. cnoice 10 tne 

5 . 5 ’ . The Authority notes that the purpose of anti-dumping duties in general is •<> 
eliminate injury caused to the Domestic Industry by the unfair trade practices of dumping 

k in th adlish a sltua tion of open and fair competition in the Indian market, which 
the general interest of the Country. Imposition of anti-dumping measures would not 

rvaSilhv PO ofthe°r,?od t SU t bj m C ° Umry ^ W3y ’ and ’ ,heref0re ’ would not affect the 
availability or the products to the consumers. 


-Sec. I] 
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FINAL FINDINGS : 

i. K=zz=ttgxs£a £= 

,. The subject goods am entering .he '•«*"““« Z&gZ’rtgSZ 

3£ttS£srs.TSfjasi:- *• »- * 

dumped prices in spite of existing anti dumping duties. 

withdrawn. 

d r"s rsr-*3s ukes 5»*s 

domestic industry is likely to continue and intensity. 

IS — * intensified injury to the dome® tndushy, 

57 Having concluded that the F»du« continues to be o£»j « 

L Russia, the current dumping mangin and domestic 

revision in the anti-dumping duty in or . >.. ... . f continuation or resumption 

S:£t^:L:s s=P- -—■*«* 

required to be modified in respect of imports from Russia. 

». Having regard to the tor duty * 

recommends imposition of anti-dumping u y q omest j c industry. For the purpose 
and margin of injury, so as to re ™°^ of imp orts has been compared with the 

tssss^^ss^ ^ " m "„^[, ta 7Sre 

S^L n £™SedTb"e 8 i«^“on all imports »r subject goods originating in or 
exported from Russia. 



JHEGAZETTCOF INDIA : EXTRAORDFNARV 



Table 


SI. 

No. 

Sub- 

j heading 

1 

Description 

Specif 

cation 

Country 

Of origin 

Country 
Of ' 

| export 

1 Producer 

} 

Exporter 

(Amount 

fUnit j Cur- 
j rency 

, to 

i 

f ' 

(2) 

j 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

j (7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) | (11) 

! !• 

1 

3904 61 

! 

Polytetra 

fluoro- 

ethylene 

(PTFE) 

Any 

Russia 

Russia 

i 

i Any 

! 

| 

Any 

3.42 

i 

KG US$ 

1 

i 

i 

j 

2. 

3904 61 

j 

f 

f 

Polytetra 

fluoro- 

ethylene 

(PTFE) 

Any 

' 

Russia 

Any 

j 

j 

1 Any 

Any 

3.42 

. - - 

KG | ! US$ 

i 

I 

4 

3904 61 

1 

I 

j 

i 

Polytetra 

fluoro- 

ethylene 

(PTFE) 

Any 

i 

Any 
except 
Russia & 
China PR j 

Russia 1 

i 

1 

Any 

Any 

3.42 

KG 

! US$ 


59 An appeal against the orders of the Central Government that may arise out of 
this recommendation shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service LTpll 
Tribunal in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Act. 


P. K. CHAUDHERY, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Government of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 









